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fg-The papers are uncommonly interesting, and we 
have disposed of a great quantity of matter this week— 
being aided by a supplement. e have many other ar- 
ticles on hand that are equally important, and shall work 
through them with all oonaiele despatch. We never be- 
fore had so rich a stock of copy at command. 

A riot took place on the rail road from Baltimore to 
Washington, (about four miles from the latter), last 
week. Five or six Germans were wounded, by muskets, 
and other deadly weapons; and 11 Germansand 1 French- 
man taken into custody, and held over for trial—with 
arms in their hands. The riot had commenced about a 
demand for higher wages. They had made an assault 
upon those who were content with the wages paid to 
them. 

The steamboat Kentucky, which was sold at trustee’s 
sale, brought (says the Baltimore Chronicle) the sum of 
$45,100, about one-half of her original cost. 


The mayor of Philadelphia is winning for himself 
*‘golden opinions.”? He has lately broken up several 
nests of gamblers; and, recently, captured one of the 
most accomplished counterfeiters in the world, with all 
his plates, &c. ‘‘just on the eve of spreading his issues 
from them.” They were of the bills of the bank of the 
United States, for $10-—and so well done, says the ac- 
count, as to be the best counterfeits ever seen! He had 
not issued a single one. 


The stocks in New York, March 9—Bank of the U. 
States, 108} @, 109. 

Marine stocks are again 2@35 per cent higher, making 
7@§ per cent since the last news from France. 


The legislature of Kentucky has justadjourned. Geo. 
M. Bibb( whose term of service as a senator of the Unit- 
ed States has just expired), was appointed, before the 
adjournment, to be chancellor of the Louisville chancery 
court; a station for which his education, habits and tem- 
per, combine to fit him peculiarly. 

A letter dated at Frankfort, Kentucky, February 21st, 
states that the legislature would, after a most laborious 
session, adjourn on the 28th ult, having passed the 
Northern bank bill, and a bill appropriating one million 
of dollars for internal improvement, besides various 
other important measures. 

Kentucky is becoming well stocked with banks. The 
bill for this bank passed the senate 20 to 18, every mem- 
ber being in his seat. 

The steamboat Charles Carroll remained at French- 
town, on Tuesday last, until 4 0’clock, in consequence of 
a violent snow storm—which fell there to the depth of 6 
or 8 inches. Since then the weather has been mild and 
open. 

The snow was nine inches deep at Philadelphia on 
Tuesday morning last. 

A valuable copper mine has been opened in the vici- 
nity of Galena. The ore, which is expecied to yield 50 

r cent. is found near the surface of the earth, and it 
is believed that large bodies of it exist at greater depths. 

It is stated, that among the losses occasioned by the 
shipwreck of the Sovereign, from London, was a pre- 
sent of great value from the British government to the 
New York Law Institute, being a copy of the work re- 
cently published at the expense of that government, of 
its ancient records, archives and historical documents, 
ny in a beautiful manner, and comprising 70 or 80 

arge folio volumes. 
Vor. XLVIII—Sie. 2. 


Oak wood, on a certain day last week, sold at nine dol- 
lars a cord, in Philadelphia. It had, at no time, exceed- 
ed six dollars at Baltimore. 


— 


The amount of duties aceruing from importations into 
New York for the year 1854, is ascertained to be ten mil- 
lions one hundred and eighty-four thousand dollare!!! 


The tolls collected on the New York canals during the 
year ending on the Ist of January, 1835, amounted to 
one million three hundred and forty thousand one hun- 
dred and six dollars, and seventy-six cents, as follows, 
viz: 


Tolls of the Erie canal, $1,179,744 97 





do. Champlain canal, 115,211 89 
do. Oswego canal 22,168 62 
do. Cayuga and Seneca canal, 18,130 43 
do. Chemung canal 8,477 45 
do. Crooked Lake eanal, 1,373 40 

Total, $1,340,106 76 


— 


One of the grandest buildings in the United States is 
the Philadelphia alms house, a description of which is 
given by a correspondent of the National Gazette. It is 
situated on the Schuylkill, opposite the western end of 
the city, and cost eight hundred thousand dollars. The 
buildings are a continuous pile three stories high, forme 
ing a hollow square, each side of which measures five 
hundred feet, making a range of more than one-third of 
amile. It is built of stone, rough-cast, with large win- 
dows, and a large portico of eight huge Doric columns 
projects from the centre of the southern side. It has at 
present about seventeen hundred inmates, [| Amer. 


The ‘*Frederick Herald,” a paper of thirty-two years 
standing, has been lately enlarged and is very much im- 
proved. It is now the largest country paper in the state, 
and has, perhaps, the greatest circulation. Its advertis- 
ing business is second to no other. Its price remains 
unchanged—two dollars per annum, if paid within the 
year. 


—_—_— 


On pertains Se city with pure and wholesome water, 
the ‘*New York American” says— 

{n the board of aldermen last evening, the report of the com- 
missioners for supplying the city with water, was read and ac- 
cepted. ‘The plan,’’ says the ‘Times, ‘‘is to obtain water from 
the Croton river—the grand reservoir for the city to be the sum- 
mitof Murray Hill, about three miles out, and which is higher 
than the highest house in the city. The cost of bringing water 
to Murray Hill, is calculated to be $4,250,000, and from thence 
through the city $1,262,000 more, making in all $5,512,000, 
The pipes already down will answer for a part, and their cost 
may be taken from the above amount. I[t was stated that in 
110 fires last year the loss of property which was insured 
amounted to $910,931, and that there was about half as much 
more not covered by insurance. The loss by fire in the city of 
New York averages $1,000,000 a year, one fifih of the cost of 
the projected water works, most of which would be saved by a 
ready and abundant supply of water.’? 

We trust the board of assistants will, at their next meeting, 
concur with the aldermen, and that, at the spring election, 
there will be a clear vote in favor of this useful, this magnifi- 
cent, and only certain project. 


The amount of specie imported into the United States, 
since the Ist of October, 1833, is put down at $22,423,596 
—to which the amount in the current quarter being add- 
ed, (two millions more), makes the whole amount to 
$24,423,596. In the mean time, it is estimated that only 
$3,000,000 have been exported. ‘This is a great and 
very unexpected influx. The rate of exchange on Eng- 





land remains low—caused by the heavy demand and high 
| price of cotton. 
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The following statement of a law case, is copied from 
the Baltimore “American:” 
State of Maryland, 
vs. 
Thomas Holsten and others. 

These cases, seven in number, were of a peculiar character 
and excited much interest. 

For a considerable time our city and its visiters have been 
subjected to a series of depredations, effected in a manner 
that indicated the existence of a nefarious combination which 
was often successful. Much had been said and published on 
the subject, but it remained for the trial of these juvenile but 
experienced offenders to prove the existence of an association 
of which no citizen was aware. 

From the evidenee it appeared that for some years a gang of 
young desperadoes have been associated under the denomina- 
tion of *“*The Forty Thieves.’?? The association was regularly 
organised; commanded by the captain and the necessary subal- 
terns, and its rules were regularly enforced. 

One of its rules was that each member should commit depre- 
dations to a certain amount, or be expelled from the body. 

The persons composing the association appeared to be on an 
average from 11 to 16 years ofage. The captain, Holsten, was 
a dwarfish lad about 16 years of age, and whilst standing at the 
bar among his colleagues, chewed his quid and spurted his to- 
bacco juice around him with the air of a veteran. The mem- 
bers of the fraternity bear on their arms decorations, impressed 
with India ink, gunpowder and vermillion, indicating we pre- 
sume, their proficiency in their profession and their rank in the 
corps. 

One had on his left arm an impression with India ink or gun. 
ets a foul anchor, a death’s head and the letter I’. Others 

ad a foul anchor and the letter T—some few—the recently 
initiated—a vermillion cross—others, part of a red cross. 

Some of these individuals had been committed on former oc- 
casions—one of them, in the course of the last five years, eight 
or ten times. Three of the gang were sentenced to seven years 
confinement in the penitentiary. 


The following disgraceful occurrence is said to have 
happened in the state of Wew York— 

A correspondent at Jamesville writes us as follows: ‘A most 
disgraceful circumstance recently occurred at Orville, Onon- 
daga county. About twenty persons assembled at the house of 
Mrs. Tyler, (whose husband is in the state prison) between 8 
and 9 o’clock in the evening, broke open the door, entered her 
bed room, gagged and took ber off about a mile and a half toa 
barn, stripped her, and then tarred and feathered her all over. 
She was found in this state in the barn, on the following morn 
ing, and assisted to return to her dwelling. It is said the cause 
ofsuch disgraceful proceedings was the fact that Mrs. Tyler’s 
fame was considered doubtful in the neighborhood. Most of 
the offenders are bound over in $1,500 each to appear and an- 
ewer. 


In Baltimore city court. 


We find the following ina Philadelphia paper entitled 
“the Democratic Herald,” of Wednesday last: 

‘Judge White—the presidency. ‘The present attitude of judge 
White, of Tennessee, appears rather calculated to produce an 
impression of division in the democratic ranks ofa serious cha- 
racter. But this danger will vanish, when we reflect, that if it 
should appear formidable when the national convention meet, 
that body will dissipate it in a few minutes by the NOMINATION 
or ANDREW JACKSON FOR A THIRD TERM; & measure every 
way calculated to avert the defeat of the democratic party by 
the whigs—and more than justifiable by every principle involv- 
ed in the contest of the party, who are fighting for popular 
rights and democratic government.’? 


-— 


A mercantile house in this city has received a letter 

from a gentleman in St. Mary’s a border town in Geor- 

ia, on the river St. Mary, which separates Georgia from 

‘lorida. It is a shocking picture of the state of society 
in a certain class. Philadelphia U. S. Gaz. 
St. Mary’s, Geo. Saturday, 2\st February. 

On Wednesday night the most brutal, cowardly and horrible 
murders, were committed by Tom King, 3d and sons, on Nancy 
Casey and young James Scott, and it is presumed by this time 
Baldwin Casey is also dead. Mr. Demot and old Mrs. Casey 
both dangerously wounded. 

It appears that on Wednesday night, after tea, King’s oldest 
unmarried daughter, about 18 years old let his flat adrift, so he 
could not follow and jumped into the boat, and paddled over 
the river, and met William Casey, to whom she was married. 
King mustered his sons, John, George, Hiram and Josiah, and 
crossed the river at my place, (which you know is one mile 
below him), where he was joined by William and Simeon 
Rouse. They had sworn vengeance whenever this marriage, 
which they expected should take place. They all proceeded 
to John Casey’s house, the door of which was shut. John 
King burst open the door, and said “‘there the way is clear.” 
He with the two Rouses remained at the door. King and his 
other sons entered, and the old man went upto Mrs. Casey, 
cursed and stabbed at her. Demot and Scott had just acciden- 
tally stepped in to warm themselves. Demot partly caught the 





eee. 2 





blow on his arm, which was aimed at Mrs, Causey, and it se- 
vered her breast through, and King caught Demot round the 
waistand stabbed him in the back. Scott attempted to puij 
King off of Demot, when Hiram stabbed him. Scott retreated 
and Hiram pursued—cut his bowels through in several places, 
He staggered about eighty feet and fell to rise no more. King 
then went up to Nancy Casey, she begged for her life; said she 
had done him no harm, and to have compassion on a defence. 
less woman, with a child at her breast. He stabbed her twice; 
I believe she ran a little way, fell and expired. The next day, 
her child was found, vainly endeavoring to extract nourish. 
ment from the breast of acorpse. Baldwin Casey had been a 
little frost bitten. George King went to his bed, and stabbed and 
cut him as he lay, three times—his bowels completely cuz 
through in several places; and Dr. Holland, who sewed them 
upand gave the foregoing relation, says be cannot possibly 
live. From their conduct and threat, it is supposed their de- 
sign was, to kill all they found at Casey’s, and thus destroy ali 
evidence. The young couple, it appears, happened to go to 
Muzzle’s, about 8 miles off, instead of to Casey’s, and thus es- 
caped the fate which awaited them. They have not even the 
miserable excuse of drunkenness. All the murderers were sober 
at that particular time. King had been drinking a day or two be. 
fore. All of them fled, except John King and the two Rouses, 
who, as they did not use knives, thought nothing could be done 
tothem. ‘hey are now in jail at Jefferson, but the old man 
and his other sons have fled. 


Mr. Williams’ ‘‘WVew York Revister’’ is published. It 
is the most valuable work of its kind in the United States 
—giving the particular statistics of the state. The legis- 
lature has taken a copy for each member. 


The Constitution frigate, capt. Elliott, has arrived at 
New York. 


The bill to incorporate the Merchants’ bank of Bualti- 
more, with a capital of two millions, has beeome a law; 
and so has the bill to extend the charters of the other 
banks until the year 1855-8—on certain conditions. And 
the great internal improvement bill will pass. 


The Richmond Compiler says—We are sorry to say 
our anticipations, concerning the proposed aid from Vir- 
ginia to the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, have again been 
disappointed, 

The bill to enable this company to contract a loan was 
lost in the senate, on Saturday, by one vote. Several 
members were absent who were friendly to the bill. 


A most laughable circumstance occurred in the senate 
chamber of the United States, on Saturday forenoon, 
during the course of balloting for printer. Dr. Linn, of 
Missouri, in the heat of the engagement, instead of his 
ballot, deposited a check for $500, which he had just re- 
ceived from the sergeant-at-arms. 


From a report made to the senate of New York it ap- 
pears that the down freight on the state canals has nearly 
doubled in eight years, and the up freight has more than 
trebled in the same time. The total value of the pro- 
ducts brought down the canals to tide water during the 
last season, may be estimated at more than fourteen mil- 
lions of dollars. 


The New York Journal of Commerre says that the 
loans of the branch bank in that city, are, at this moment, 
over eight millions of dollars, or two millions greater 
than ever before. 


The Philadelphia Inquirer of Monday says—‘*We 
learn that orders have been received here for the imme- 
diate completion of the two vessels of war on the stocks 
at our navy yard.” 


Itutnois. We have been favored with the perusal of a letter 
from a gentleman in Vandalia, dated the 11th inst. from which 
we learn that the canal bill has become a law, and that the 
work will be commenced early in the spring. When this canal 
is completed it will connect the head waters of Illinois with 
Lake Michigan. The capitalists of our state have now only to 
prosecute with vigor the contemplated Hudson and Erie rail 
road, in order to complete a regular and uninterrupted channel 
of intercourse between Illinois and New York. 

We also learn, from the same letter, that the State bank bill 
has passed both houses, and now only wants the sanction of 
the council of revision to become a law. The capital of this 
bank is 1,500,000 dollars, with privilege to increase it a million 
more. It also has power, by its charter, to borrow one million 
to loan on real estate, at one half its cash value, at the rate of 
ten per cent. per annum. The mother bank is-to be located at 
Springfield, with five branches in different parts of the state. 
The writer expresses the opinion that the passage of this bill 





~ = ee eo SS KF oo 





nd 


t se. 
| the 
pull 
ated 
Ices, 
Cing 
| she 
nce- 
rice; 
day, 
Fish. 
tha 
and 
cut 
hem 
‘ibly 
‘de. 
y all 
0 to 
3 Pg. 
the 
ober 
) be. 
ses, 
lone 
nan 


It 
ates 
£iS~ 


I at 


tlti- 
aw 
her 


And 


y ir- 
een 


was 
pral 


vate 
on, 
,» of 
his 


a - 
ay 
han 
1 O- 
the 
nil- 


the 
ent, 
iter 


Ve 
ne- 
cks 


tter 
ich 
the 
inal 
vith 
y to 
rail 
nel 


bill 
his 
ion 
jon 
of 


te. 
ill 


NILES’ REGISTER--MARCH 


14, 1885—-MISCELLANEOUS. 19 








—— 





--- 


will advance the interests of the state at least ten years. Emi- 
grants were flocking into the state from all quarters, and seve- 
ral thousands were waiting at St. Louis fur the opening of the 
spring. [N. Y. Gaz. 
Tue MAHONING CANAL BILL PasseD. We have the pleasure, 
this week, of communicating to our readers, the important in- 
telligence, that the canal bill has passed both branches of the le- 
gislature. The following letter from our senator, Mr. Lyman, 
to a genveman of Pittsburgh, tells the story: 
Columbus, Feb. 20, 1835. 
Dear sir: The bill to amend an act, entitled “‘an act to incor- 
porate the Penusylvania and Ohio canal company,’’ has passed 
poth branches of the legislature. Itis now settled that our 
canal will be made. I shall forward a copy of the act, immedi- 
ately. After having secured to the company the right to make 
the canal, so that there can be no failure! Weare now making 
every effurt Lo engage the state to take it, and we meet with 
considerable encouragement, a3 well as with the most bitter 
aad determined opposition. Yours respectfully, 
Darius LyMaNn. 
PRESIDENT OF YHE SENATE. At6 o'clock, on the evening of 
the 3d iustant, pursuant to a notice previously given to the se- 
nate, the vice president retired from the chair, to enable the se- 
nate to elect a president pro tempore. Whereupon 
The following ballotings took place for a president pro tem. 


First ballot. Second. Third. Fourth. 
Mr. Tyler 15 15 20 25 
Mr. King, of Alabama 18 20 21 19 
For various others ll 7 4 1 


Mr. Tyler having received a majority of the whole number of 
voles on the 4th ballot, was duly elected, and being conducted 
to the chair, made his acknowledgments to the scnate in ibe 
following address: 

Senators: In cailing upon me unexpectedly to preside over 
your deliberations, you have conferred upon me a testimonial 
of your respect and confidence upon which L place the highest 


value. Laccept it with gratitude, and shall foudly cherish its 
recollection. You are the representatives of sovereign states, 


deputed by them to uphold and maintain their rights and inter 
ests. Unlike the Roman senate, so much vaunted of in an 
cient story, you owe your elevation to the high seats which you 
occupy, to no adventitious circumstance of birth or fortune, but 
to the ennobling traits of intellect and virtue. And what citi- 
zen of any one of these states can fail to be proud of you? Who 
ean reflect without high satisfaction on the daily display of in- 
tellectual vigor constantly manifested in the debates which here 
occur. Party contests may divide and sever—those contests 
constitute the organic principle of free states—you may several- 
ly. in your turn, have become the objects of attack and denun- 
ciation before the public; but there is not, and cannot be, an 
American who does not turn his eye to the senate of the United 
States, as to the great conservative body of our federal system, 
and to this chamber as the ark in which the covenant is depo- 
sited. To have received, therefore, at your hands, this station, 
furnishes to me abundant cause for self gratulation. This feel- 
ing is not diminished by the fact that but few hours now remain 
to this session, and that [ shall be probably called upon to ren- 
der but little active service in this place. Upon this circum- 
tance, U congratulate both you and myself—for although I have, 
for the greater portion of twenty years, been connected with le- 
gislative bodies, this is the first time I have ever been called 
upon to preside over the deliberations of any; and [I have only 
sought so far to make myself acquainted with the rules of par- 
liamentary proceeding, as te avoid any flagrant violation of them 
in my personal conduct. For the short period which will now 
elapse prior to your adjournment, I claim, and shall, doubtless- 
ly, receive at your hands, for the defects which I may exhibit, 
and the errors into which I may fall, a liberal indulgence. 





BEAUTIES OF THE Press! 

We beg the democracy of this city to keep a close 
watch on the conduct of their PERJURED misrepresenta- 
tive, Charles Ilenry Hall. It will be seen that in the as- 
sembly on Thursday, he moved the appointment of a 
board of rail road commissioners. The object of this 
motion, no doubt, is to facilitate his designs with regard 
to the Harlem rail road bubble. We should not be sur- 
prised if that unserupulous individual should yet manage 
matters so as to saddle that worthless rail road on the 
people of this city. To the democracy, we say, beara 
wary eye! M. Y. Eve. Post. 

The Republican Herald of Providence, Rhode Island, 
has the following paragraph: 

“The committee of the U. S. senate have acquitted 
George Poindexter for the want of sufficient evidence. 
The jury at Newport acquitted E. K. Avery for the 
same reason.” 

Captain Tilden, of the brig Susan, of Baltimore, was 
lately killed at Trinidad, Cuba, by his black cook, whom 
he had previously chastised for his impudence. The 
fellow struck him on the back of his head with an axe, 


and then, with the blade of it, severed his jugalar vein. 
The cook was delivered over to the consul at that place. 


— 


Returns for 1834 have been received, of the state of the 
public schools in 261 towns in the state of Massachusetts. 
The number of school districts is..........seee0ceceeee+ 2,251 
Male children attending school, from 4 to 16 years of age 67,499 
Female children, do. do. 63,728 
Over 16 and under 21, unable to write and read.......... 158 
Male imstractors. ...ccccccccccsccccccccccccccececcccces Ages 
Female do. 00000 100 cocccecs eneccce coccce cocgcccs ED 
Amount raised by tax to support schools..........++..@310,178 


By contribution do. coccrccccuccce 15,141 
Average number of scholars attending academies and 
DEIVBRIS BOROGIB 0.0.00 0.000000 c0nece 0000escetecesceeee i meee 


Estimated amount paid for tuition in academies, &c..,§276,575 
There are about 310 towns in Massachuseits, 


The following is the report of the committee appoint- 
ed on behalf of the Snow Hill sufferers: 

We acknowledge to have received on behalf of the eommit- 
tee for distributing donations from abroad to the sufferers by the 
late fire at Snow Hill, the following sums: 

From the citizens of Philadelphia. ..... .eeeee eeee++G4,500 00 

From the citizens of Baltimore...... 2.2.00 eeeeeeee21,670 00 


From the citizens of Lancaster, Pa......eeeeeseeres 304 90 
From the citizens of Smyrna, Del...... .ccceeesess 72 00 
From the M. E. church, Wilmington, Del........... 31 00 
From the M. E. church, Elkton, Md.........s0-++5. 30 00 
From the hon, Isaac McKim.......ceeecccccssseees 50 00 
From James W. Williams, Harford county, Md...... 10 06 

From Dr. Thomson Holmes, Accomack county, Va. 

to be distributed by a member of the committee, in 
Cash and ProvisiONns...ceevccccccecssccccesesesese 20 00 
From hon. H. P. C. Wilson, senate, Md..........-. 1000 
From the citizens of Vienna, Dorchester county, Md. 40 00 
From James M. Fooks, Worcester county, Md...... 11 25 
Total $6,869 56 


Joun 8S. MarRTIN, 
IRVING SPENCE. 
Snow Hill, Jan. 22, 1835. i 
To the above may be added, $216, received from the citizens 
of Salisbury, Md. 


The “Westminster Review” says— 

If an American a few weeks ago had insulted an English- 
man by asking him, how he could live under a government 
where the arbitrary power of arresting the whole course of 
public policy at a moment’s warning was lodged in a single 
individual, and that individual not in any shape selected for the 
purpose by a nation, but taken by hereditary descent, and con- 
sequently liable to be, in the celebrated words of archdeacon 
Paley, “‘the feeblest and worst of the whole set, a child, a wo- 
man,a madman or a fool;’? and who moreover through the 
operation of absurd laws, was exposed to almost the necessity 
of surrounding himself with an illegitimate offspring in his 
youth, and with the counsels of a foreign wife in his old age, 
thus systematically providing an inlet for the exercise of the 
two influences most wounding to national honor, and coolly 
making them integral portions of the government. 

If he had asked him how a nation was to be respectable in 
its connexions with foreigners, when in the midst of the most 
prosperous negotiations, every foreign agent might twit the 
ambassador with the possibility of bis being upset next post 
by the agency of such a perilous contrived maehinery at home, 
and the peopte’s interest in the most important scheme of po- 
licy might be peremptorily stayed at the pleasure of an in- 
dividual as above, and laid under the same kind of loss and 
disadvantage that would accrue to an army from the power of 
at any critical moment inserting the enemy’s general in lieu of 
its own, and leaving to the army the chances of future re- 
covery. 

{fan American had said all this, he would have been an- 
swered boldly that it was an exaggeration and a falsehood.”? 


An extraordinary cause is assigned by a French edi- 
tor for the late ministerial change in Great Britain. Its 
chief object is said to have been, to effeet the marriage 
of the princess Victoria, the queen that is to be hereaf- 
ter, with the second son of the prinee of Orange, instead 
of to the prince of Wurtemburg, for whom the Grey mi- 
nistry had destined her. This change has been made, it 
is added, through Russian influence and the intervention 
of the present queen of England. The marriage is 
pressingly urged, and it is thought it will take place be- 
fore the meeting of parliament, so that in ease of the fall 
of the ministry, the tories will still, during their short 
reign, have secured for the future queen of England a 
partner who will be under their influence. The recent 
visit of the prince of Orange to London is said to have 





had this object. 
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A corres t of the Albany Advertiser states, that 


*‘taking all the strong and smali beer together that is 
brewed in England, it gives two barrels per annum to 
every man, woman and child, and if collected would 
float all the navy in commission.” No wonder that John 
Bull is of so portly appearance. 
0 © Over 
ASSAULT ON MR. EWING. 

A motion was then made to adjourn, but withdrawn at the 
request of the speaker, who laid before the house the following 
letter from Mr. Ewing, of Indiana. 

Washington city, February 28th, 1835. 
To the qgonher of the house of representatives. 

Sir: My situation compels me to apologise to the house, and 
through you, to my constituents, for my absence from my seat. 
While on my way to the boarding house, after the adjournment 
on the evening of the 26th inst. I was way laid, and assaulted 
in the most outrageous and dastardly manner, by John F. Lane, 





a lieutenant in the army, «nd son of the honorable A. Lane, of 


Indiana, for no other known cause than for words spoken in 


debate some weeks since, in reply to his father on the floor of 


the house of representatives. 

[ had but a casual acquintance with the person who com- 
mitted the outrage, and no intercourse whatever with him to 
lead to this assault. A blow from an iron cane, with a leaded 
head, accompanied the first notice of his intention, to attack 
me, and was repeated by several others, with a violence which 
I regret to say, at this important and pressing period of the ses- 
sion, has entirely disabled me from taking my seat. I have the 
honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) JNO, EWING. 


Washington city, 1st March, 1835. 

Messrs. Biair & Rives: [ hope it will not be deemed im- 
proper in me to allude to the principal errors in the statement 
made by the hon. John Ewing, of the unfortunate rencontre 
between him and myself, and thus induce a suspension of opi- 
nion until the facts are officically exhibited. 

Having accidentally met with Mr. Ewing, I took occasion, 
courteously, to request an explanation of a supposed injury. 
He chose to cut short the conversation; virtually refusing the 
explanation, he declared himself prepared to meet me then, 
and uttering 4 threat, thrust his hand into his breast pocket for 
the purpose, as | supposed, of drawing a pistol. In self de- 
fence, 1 then made use of a slender walking cane, my only 
weapon. It was soon broken. I subsequently treated him 
with the utmost forbearance, simply repelling the attacks which 
he successively made with his stick and sword. 

The injury of which I desired explanation was purely per- 
sonal, having no relation in any way to politics, and referring 
to myself and other persons, unable to act for themselves. 
The facts, that Mr. Ewing ic a member of congress, and [ an 
officer ofthe army, are for me unfortunate. Yet the first does 
not surely confer on Mr. Ewing the privilege of murdering— 
nor the second, impose on me the duty of being murdered— 
with impunity. 

I had prepared a statement of the affair to be submitted to 
Messrs. Boon, Carr, Hannegan, Kinnard and McCarty, of our 
state, (Indiana), with a request that they would examine and 
decide upon it. I placed my commission as an Officer at their 
disposal. Should they think it necessary as an example, o1 
expedient to prevent an unfavorable impression against the 
army, that I should be deprived of it. 

The investigation commenced by a military court at 12, A. 
M. of the 28th, and a second investigation directed to be made 
by acommittee of cungress, have taken the affair out of my 
own hands. 

As Mr. Ewing is a foreigner, and like myself, a single man— 
as the affair itself is purely personal, and as the affray was 
brought on by Mr. Ewing’s hastiness of temper—I respectfully 
express the hope, that it will be judged by the facts—that po. 
litics will not in any way, be permitted to interfere with it, and 
that the occurrence will be spoken of impartially. [ am, most 
respectfully, your obedient servant, J. F. LANE. 


A card—Mr. Ewing, of Indiana, will enter into no news- 
paper controversy with lieut. Lane, of the army, whose cow. 
ardly and assassin like conduct is attempted to be covered by 
his note in this morning’s Globe. It becomes Mr. Ewing only 
to state, for the information of his friends at a distance, that 
the representations of that individual, in relation to the assault, 
are utterly destitute of truth.— March 2d. 


(Mr. Ewing may be a “‘foreigner’’ by birth—but he served 
his apprenticeship in Baltimore! The case related to a contro 
versy in the house between Mr. Ewing and Mr. McCarty, of 
Indiana, on the one part, and Mr. Lane, (THe FATHER), On the 
other. It is said, that the president has ordered a court of in 
quiry into this affair. We hope such is the case. There must 
needs be an end to all legislation, if an officer of the army or the 
navy is permitted to raise his hand against a member of con- 
gress, for words used in debate! He should be struck from the 
roll, on the simple fact appearing—as well as be otherwise 
punished. 

We have a statement of an examination of the case, by a 
committee of the house, but cannot give it, just now. They 


w+ 
— 


state the facts of the assault—but say that, as but a few hours 
of the session remained, they had declined suggesting any 
steps for the consideration and adoption of the house.) 

And here we have another case of the kind!—members of 
congress, must not only be subject to a call to order, but sub- 
ject to a call out! 

The following note, published in the Globe, has reference to 
a challenge said to have been sent by lieuwt. Barry of the army, 
son of the postmaster general, t» the hon. Wm. C. Johnson, of 
this state, for words spoken in debate on the post office bill. 

House of representatives, March 3d, 1835. 

Messrs. Biarr & Rives: In justice to both gentlemen we 
take great pleasure in saying to their friends that the personal 
differences and misunderstanding, growing out of the remarks 
of the hon. Wm. Cost Johnson on the floor of the house of re- 
presentatives, in relation to the bon. W. T. Barry, postmaster 
general, have been fairly and honorably adjusted, to the full 
satisfaction of all concerned, by their mutual referees and 
friends. RH. M. JOHNSON, 

H. A. WISE, 


The above communication is approved by us as the friends 
of the parties concerned. BALIE PEYTON, 
JAS. P. HEATH. 

[We shall insert Mr. Johnson’s speech, and give some of the 

particulars,as wesee them stated, as to the “‘calling of him 


out.” ‘l'bings are ata pretty pass—if such incidents are per- 
mitted.] 


Bete — 


PENNSYLVANIA CONVENTIONS. 

Ata ‘“‘democratic”’ convention held at Harrisburg, on the 4th 
inst. Ner Middleswarth, president, with six vice presidents, and 
funr secretaries, the following proceedings took p.ace:— 

The officers of the convention being chosen, a commitiee was 
then appointed to report resolutions when the convention ad- 
journed to 3 o’clock, P. M. 

The convention met in the afternoon according to adjourn- 
ment, When, after sundry resolutions were reported and adopt- 
ed, it proceeded to vote for a candidate for governor, viva voce. 
Joseru Rirner, of Washington county, received all the votes 
of the conveniton but three from York county, which were 
given to Joseph Lawrence, a member of the convention. Mr. 
Lawrence arose, thanked the delegation from York, and request- 
ed that the vote for him might be withdrawn and given to Mr, 
Ritner, in order that the convention might be unanimous. 


But the greut convention of the **demoeratiec’’ friends of 
Messrs. Wolf and Muhlenberg, which assembled on the same 
day, after three days of contention, agreed (51 te 41) to dissolve, 
and to meet at Lewistown, on the 6th of May. Buta large party 
of the ** Wolf men” met the zame evening, and, having got over 
the panic and resolved to admit the disputed delegates, agreed 
to meet the next day to make a nomination, which they did—of 
which we have the following account from the Philadelphia 
** Sentinel,’’ of the 8th instaut:— 

Harrisburg, March 7, 1835. 

After the excitement which had been produced by the violent 
and previously concerted attempts of the minority to break up 
the convention, as soon as it should be determined, by a vote of 
the undisputed members, that the first set of delegates from 
Berks county were clearly entitled to their seats, according to 
the settled usages of the democratic party, had subsided, the 
impropriety of the last vote given yesterday was so obvious, 
that it was determined to continue the session to-dey as usual, 

The convention accordingly met this morning; the president, 
James Thompson, esq and the other officers who had hitherto 
acted with him, took their seats, with the exception of judge 
Bucher, whose vacancy as one of the vice presidents, was sup- 
plied by the election of col. Thomas McKeen, of Northampton 
county. 

A resolution was also unanimously adopted to expunge from 
the journal of yesterday, the votes on the question of a dissolu- 
tion, as irregular, improper and void. A few Vacancies, caused 
by the absence of delegates who had previously violated the in- 
structions of their constituents, were filled by the delegates from 
the same districts, who had been duly authorised to perform that 
duty. Among the delegates thus introduced was col. Jacob Kern, 
the speaker of the senate, to act as a delegate from the senato- 
rial district composed of the counties of Northampton, Lehigh, 
Wayne and Pike. The convention then proceeded to vote, 
viva voce, for a candidate for governor, when it appeared that 
Georce Wo F had received eighty three votes, and Henry A. 
MUHLENBERG, two votes. George Wolf was accordingly declar- 
ed to be the democratic candidate for the office of governor. A 
ticket for electors of president and vice president, and delegates 
to the national convention were then appointed, with instruc- 
tions to support the nomination of Martin Van Buren for pre- 
sident. An able and eloquent address to the people of Pennsy!- 
vania was reported by a committee and unanimously adopted, 


and the necessary committees appointed. The convention then 
adjourned. 


Of which the Pennsylvanian, of the same date, saye:~ _—.. 
The following extract of a subsequent letter, gives a sketch 
of the high-handed and outrageous conduct of the minority de- 





legates, after the forinal dissolution of the convention. 
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Suturday, March 7, 1835. 

Daring the night it seems that a secret caucus of certain indi- 
viduala who had been members of the convention was held, at 
which it was determined to meet to day, and proceed to the 
nomination of a candidate for the office of governor. In pur- 
suance of this determination, and without any notice having 
been given, and after a large number of the members had gone 
home, a meeting was held at the court- house, and to the amaze- 
ment of every body, Mr. Thompson, president, who had the day 
before voted for the resolution dissolving the convention, ap 
peared in the meeting and became its president. This irregular 
and disorganized meeting nominated George Wolf, &c. So 
great an outrage has never before been witnessed in our state. 
It evinces so desperate and reckless a spirit, that [ want terms 
to express ny astonishment and indignation at it. A fact wor- 
thy of notice is, that only a minority of the ninety-four who had 
been members of the dissolved convention, participated in this 
outrageous proceeding. 

You may rely upon it that it will be considered an outrage 
upon the rights of the people, and it will overwhelm with defeat 
those who have been concerned in it, as well as their nominee. 
Indignation is expressed on every side at this singular measure, 
and it is supposed that no such result could have been produced 
if the convention had not been surrounded by an army of office- 
holders—judges, superintendents, collectors, supervisors, lock- 
keepers, aldermen, prothouotaries, registers, recorders, &c., 
who besieged the convention on every side, and urged men to 
desperation, who, if they had reflected, would never have com- 
mitted an act so entirely indefensible. ; 

They well knew that if the question was fairly presented to 
the people, the present incumbent could not be renominated, 
and they were equally certain that Mr. Muhlenberg would be 
nominated almost without an effort. This movement then of 
desperate men, has been made out of a fear to commit the ques- 
tion to the people, and in the vain hope that their voice can be 
stifled, and their indignation suppressed. The hope, however, 
is vain indeed: you may expecta burst of popular disapproba- 
tion which cannot be restrained. The people will assemble in 
convention at Lewistown, and speak in a voice of thunder. Mr. 
Muhlenberg will be there nominated, and you may rest assured 
that he will be elected by a triumphant majority. Mr. Muhten- 
berg has nothing to fear. If he shrink from the contest, he will 
be sacrificed, and with him the party; for no man in his senses 
can believe that such a nomination will be submitted to by a 
virtuous people. 

And the same paper of Tuesday the 10th, says:— 

VAN BUREN AND MUHLENBERG. 

We have this day placed at the head of our columns the name 
of Martin Van Buren, for the next presidency, and that of Henry 
A. Muhienberg, for the governorship of Pennsylvania, subject 
to the decision of the conventions to which their respective 





claims will be submitted; believing from signs which cannot be 
mistaken, that these distinguished democrats are emphatically 
the choice of the yeomanry of the keystone state. The people 
are aroused to action; they have taken the question into their 
own hands, and late events have shown that the days of inter 
ested dictation are over. The rallying cry is now Van Buren 
and Muhlenberg! 

An unholy league has long existed in this commonwealth, the 
members of which have labored with a zeal worthy of a better 
cause, to bear down the people, to direct their choice, and to 
destroy in their view, the reputation of those men whose purity 
and patriotism were dreaded. Martin Van Buren was first se- 
lected as a victim. Every effort was made by the would be die- 
tators, to render him odious to the democracy of Pennsylvania. 
But the current of healthy public opinion compelled them to 
abandon open hostility, and to fabor for his destruction in secre- 
cy and silence. 

The same attempt to crush Henry A. Mublenberg has been 
tried, and as we now see, with the same results. The people 
have risen indignantly to assert their rights, and to teach the 
men who thought that because they had sometimes been suc- 
cessful, when floating with the current, they could direct it 
where they pleased, that democracy is not to be deceived, led 
or driven, and that he who attempts to stem the tide, will meet 
a fate due to his presumption, and sink beneath the force of 
popular opinion. 

And £0 the matter stands, at present. The “Wolf party,’ by 
throwing themselves into the arms of Mr. Van Buren, hope to 
hold on—but the state patronage is much larger than that of the 
United States, and we shall see the result! 

The meetings of the convention were very uprorious, and the 
jmtre speak of one another in terms that are not the most cre- 

itable. 


BO Be — 


MARYLAND. 

Our city was thrown into a great commotion by the receipt of 

the following important intelligence from Annapolis— 
Annapolis, March 7. 

The bill providing fora loan of two millions of dollars to the 
Chesapeake and Ohio canal, and one million to the Susquehan- 
nah rail road, passed the house of delegates this morning, by the 
following vote: 

Yras—Meesrs. Blakistone, (speaker) Dorsey, Ricaud, Hood, 
Kent, of A. A. Iglehart, Ridgley, Merrick, Dulaney, Ely, Wyse, 
Shower, Cottman, Jones, of Som. Dashiell, Teackle, Creigh- 


ton, Seott, Bussey, Pratt, Gantt, Worthington, Key, Brewer, 
Wells, Gilliss, Bevans, Williams, Roberts, of Frederick, Annan, 
Brengle, Duvall, Cushing, Jones, of Baltimore, Kershner, Wel- 
ty, Wharton, Weast, Harding, Gaither, Bell, McMahon, Bruce, 
Devecman—44. 

Nays—Messrs. Sothoron, Fowler, Welch, Kirby, Kent, of 
Calvert, Beckett, Laveilie, Turner, of Calvert, Hugies, Car- 
penter, Dudley, Bruff, Richardson, Nichols, Ford, Nowland, 
Harlan, Thomas, Roberts, of @. A. Lariman, Hambleton, of Q. 
A. Hearn, Johns, Moores, Burchenal, Carter, Turner, of Caro- 
line, Hardeastie, Gittings, Trundle—30. - 


In consequence of which a few persons met together, and 
sent the following letter to the mayor— 

Baltimore, 7th March, 1835. 
To Jesse Hunt, esq. mayor of the city of Baltimore. 

Sir: The undersigned being informed that the house of dele- 
gates have this day passed a bill to provide for the completion 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio cana! to Cumberland, and for the 
completion of the Baltimore & Susquehannah rail road to York, 
in Pennsylvania, deem it expedient that the citizens of Balti- 
more should immediately and generally assemble in town meet- 
ing, to express their gratification at that event, and their anxi- 
ous wish that the senate may approve an act, which, becoming 
a law, will render Maryland one of the moat conspicuous states 
of the union—and therefore, they respectfully and earnestly ask 
you to call a town meeting, to be held at the Exchange on Tues- 
day morning, the 10th day of March, at 12 o’clock. 

We have the honor to be, your fellow citizens, 

SoLtomon EttTina, Wa. Bose, 

Luke TIERNAN, Wa. C. Saw, 

Hi. Niies, J. McCrentan, 

P. E. Tuomas, James WILKs, JR. 
Jacon ALBERT, Wma. CRAWFORD, JR. 
Jos. ‘TODHUNTER, Samvoew Jones, JR. 
Geo. WINCHESTER, C. D. Siinevorr, 
AsaHEL Hussey, Tuos. Wm. Hatt. 
N. F. Wi tuiams, 


Mayor’s office, Baltimore, March 7th, 1835. 
The undersigned, fully concurring in the views expressed in 
the foregoing communication, respectfully requests his fellow 
citizens to assemble at the Exchange at 12 o’clock, on Tuesday 
next, the 10th instant, for the purpose of adopting such mea- 
sures as may be deemed proper in relation to the bill recently 
passed by the house of delegates (and now pending before the 
senate) providing for the completion of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio canal to Cumberland, and the Baltimore and Susquehan- 

nah rail road to York. JESSE HUNT, mayor, 


One of the largest meetings ever held in this city was con- 
vened in consequence, though the weather was very incle- 
ment, and was organised by the appointment of Jesse Hunt, 
mayor of the city, as president, and Messrs. col. Moore, Samuel 
Hoffmam, Jacoh Albert, Jacob G. Davies, vice presidents, and 
Messrs. Wm. Crawford, jr. and B. I. Cohen, as secretaries. 


Mr. McMahon presented the following preamble and resolu- 
tions, which he enforced with a powerful appeal to the citizens 
of Baltimore for a united effort in furtherance of the canal and 
raul road. 


Whereas, The house of delegates in the general assembly of 
Maryland, have passed a bill, providing for the prompt comple- 
tion of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal to Cumberland, and the 
completion of the Baltimore and Susquehannah rail road to 
York, in Pennsylvania, upon terms highly beneficial to the 
companies incorporated to construct those works, and in every 
way advantageous to the people of Maryland; and whereas, this 
meeting regard the early completion of those improvements as 
being necessary to the prosperity of this city and state; and also 
because the said bill wisely provides an ample fund, without 
taxation, for the support of public schools throughout this state, 
and the universal education of those who will control our des- 
tinies, and upon whose intelligence the welfare and safety of 
the state must ever depend— 

Be it therefore 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of 24 persons be ap- 
pointed by the chair to proceed to Annapolis and respectfully 
communicate to the senate of Maryland the anxious wish and 
lively hope of this meeting, that the honorable body may ap- 
prove and pass the aforesaid bill. 

Resolved, That copies of these proceedings be transmitted to 
the general assembly of Maryland—and to the editors of the 
newspapers published in this state—and that this meeting now 
adjourn to reassemble upon notice to be given by the chairman, 
after the general assembly shall have definitively acted on the 
said bill. 


The preamble and resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

A resolution was passed presenting the thanks of the meet- 
ing to Mr. McMahon, for his eloquent address. 

The meeting then adjourned. 

The committee appointed by the chair, in conformity with 
the above resolution, are as follows. They will proceed to 


Annapolis this merning: el ‘ 
John V. L. McMahon, N. F. Williams, 
James Howard, 


Samuel Moore, 
Joshua Vansant, 





Jacob Albert, 
O. W. Eichelberger, 


Charles Howard, 
Samuel Jones, jr. John Kettlewell, 
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Samuel Brady, 
George Winchester, 
Samuel Hoffman, 
Jacob G. Davies, 
.H. Niles, 

Walter Price, 
Samuel flouse, 


Hi. W. Evans, 

John 8. Hollins, 

8. C. Leakin, 

James George, 
William Crawitord, jr. 
James Swan, 

Doctor Reardon. 

The following from the Maryland Republican, shews the me- 
thod intended for a redemption of the debt. 

Internal improvement—common school fund. It is proposed to 
lend the Chesapeake and Ohio canal company two millions of 
dollars, and to the Baltimore and Susquehannah rail road com 
pany one million of dollars, at six per cent—anid to borrow the 
money, by issuing state stock, and selling this at an advance of 
not less than 15 per cent. and that this advance shall constitute 
a fund for the support of common schools. The fund or bonus 
will of course be $450,000, or upwards—and this being put out 
at compound interest, will become more than three millions of 
dollars, within 33 years—and its annual interest will be at least 
186,000 dollars per annum: this fund it is proposed shall be dis- 
tributed according to the ratio prescribed last year, for the dis- 
tribution of $100,498 then divided amongst the several counties 
of this state, and the city of Baltimore—and the following ta- 
bles have been carefully framed to shew the power of the said 
advance, at compound interest, at different rates and for seve 
ral periods—and the distributive annual share of each county 
and the city of Baltimore, of the interest of that fund, after it 
shall have risen to three millions capital. 


A table shewing the product of an investment of 450,000 dollars— 
compounded at different rates of interest, for 10—20—30 or 40 
years. , 

Rate ofint. at6pr.ct. 5} per ct. 5perct. 42 per ct. 

we" ws") a a a 

Ten years, $805,950 768,60") 733,050 698,895 

Twenty “ 1,443,430 1,312,890 1,194,018 1,095,545 

Thirty ‘ 2,585,260 2,242,350 1,943,900 1,705,813 

Forty ‘ 4,620,430 3,831,130 3,168,222 2,628,271 


A table—showing the distributive, annual share of the seve 
ral counties of this state, and of the city of Baltimore—of the 
sum of 180,000 dollars, or the interest on three millions of dol- 
lars, the product at compound interest of 450,000 dollars—the 
deast advance or bonus at which it is proposed to sell state 
stock, in aid of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal company and of 
the Baltimore and Susquehannah rail road company—the ratio 
of distribution being that which was prescribed in resolution 
No. 47 passed December session, 1833. 

 IINFn ns ccd ccccccccccccedestoseccecescQee geen 

Ns 606600 0000660 6 0906600000000000 0006 spt ae 

BBOUMBOTS COURS, 2. ccc cc cccccccccccccccs coccccesehadgele 


MPMMUGDEATGS0b6640000000 Cosdbopencoesces seeee +++ 23,440 
SE CIINNI 6 cock cd F000 cocscccces coceccescce cteueee 
CDE Bh6 obs bh 0c 00s0ebeseesrccccdcctqucdeccees te cee 
 cncose Ge bpachadeecnddscebscsccssccsse ..- 15,750 
EET TTT e TT PTTL ETITETIL TEE TTT erie 7,960 
BROWUMOMIELY 5 oo oe co UE US ce cccc cccccces cecees cerGgeUO 
Paince Georges, .. 2.0.00 Veta dade cecscccsces write, 
Ske SE Whoo cnc ceed ccc cesecces cccescceseccsess sey 
PIES o veces cocccces secses seceee petece -+- 11,000 
CROMEBg en cncces cocccncccseccccccecceccceces secs ..-6,400 
GIOEnssccdcce cccces ipesbonseges ?***ccceccccscedeses 8,010 
Dorchester,..........+5. o cence veeve areabhoo ccceat ¥ee8 8,750 
PRA 00640000 connec sceace veces gneeboances coco, 6,005 
i os sncevde see 6stcenecescen peebpceae doen 
TRROTEOE 0.1 0.4 000.0 00 008s coccecececes coccce encceec ce . 8,070 
PE Akehe i badecocccdseseccinccescncce peccee c0esee 6,405 
as dn bc 000000 cccete cece coscesccceseccce coctgl lO 

Total $180,000 


These proceedings have made us “all alive’? in Baltimore. 
There is very little doubt but that the bill will pass the senate; 
and, if so, we have a moral certainty that these great works 
will be completed. We shall state the particulars hereafter. 


8 B Ctr 


THE SUPPRESSED LETTER FROM MR.SERRURIER, &e. 
From the N. Y. Commercial Advertiser of March 7. 
[By an arrival from Havre, with Paris dates of Jan. 31.) 

@na the 36th January the remaining documents respecting the 
American indemnity were presented to the chamber of depu- 
ties. What these papers were, we are not informed, excepting 
only the two following notes—the first from the French minis- 
ter to M. Serrurier, briefly announcing the eourse the French 
government had adopted in consequence of the offensive lan- 
guage of the president’s message, and enclosing to bim the draft 
of a letter to be addressed to the American secretary of state— 
which draft is the second letter below, and we presume is none 
ther than the euppressed despatch, which the American exe- 
cutive is about to make the subject of a special representation 
to the French ministers. 

Paris, 14th January, 1835. 

Sir: I have received the despatches you have done me the 
‘honor to didress 10 me up to December 2, inclusive. The 
message Of president Jacksen has produced in France the effect 
you anticipated. The King’s government cannot, evidently, 
dispense with repelling by a marked manifestation, a measure 
#0 offense, [lis majesty has decided that you should Icave 
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the United States, after having delivered to Mr. Forsyth, the 
subjoined note, accredited M. Pageot as charge d’affaires. | 
announced this resolution to Mr. Livingston yesterday evening. 
Passports will be ready for him in case he should conceive that 
he ought to take his departure. Such, sir, are the measures 
which his majesty has thought necessary to maintain the digni- 
ty of France; but he has not thought that this bigh interest ren- 
ders 1t necessary for us to go back from a determination which 
is dictated by good faith and justice. The bill relating to the 
American claims will be presented to-morrow to the chamber 
of deputies, but will contain an additional clause, authorising 
the employment of all or part of the 25 millions for indemnify- 
ing the subjects of France for all such losses as they may sus- 
tain in consequence of any measures to be adopted by the 
United States. 


Draft of the note sent to M. Serrurier. 

The undersigned, etc. has received orders to deliver the fo}- 
lowing note to the secretary of state of the government of the 
United States: 

it would be superfluous to say that the message, addressed 
on December I, to the congress of the United States by general 
Jackson, has been received at Paris with the most painful sur- 
prise. The king’s governinent ia far from supposing that the 
ineasures Which this message recommends to the attention of 
the congress, will be adopted by that assembly. But even con- 
sidering the document in question as a simple manifestation of 
the opinion which the president wishes to express as to the 
march pursued by the French government in this affair, it is 
impossible not to consider its publication as an act of the most 
serious nature. 

The complaints made by the president against the pretended 
non-fulfilment of the engagements entered into by the king’s 
government in consequence of the vote of April 1, 1834, are not 
only strange from the inexactitude upon which they are fonnd- 
ed, but also because, from the explanations given to Mr. Li- 
vingston at Paris, and those which the undersigned gave direct to 
the cabinet at Washington, appeared not to have left any possi- 
bility of a misunderstanding upon points co delicate. Ht resuh- 
ed in effect, from these explanations, that if the session of the 
chambers, which was opened on July 31 ijast, in order to com- 
ply with an express prescription of the chaiter was prorogued 
at the end of fifteen days, before the bill relative to the Ameriean 
claims announced in the speech from the throne, could be 
brought into discussion; this prorogation arose only from the 
absolute impossibility of commencing at a period so premature 
the legislative labors belonging to the year 1835. 

It equally resulted that the motives which prevented the for- 
mal presentation of the bill in question during this first period 
of fifteen days had been drawn principally from the desire of 
better insurirg the success of this important affair, by choosing 
the most opportune moment for offering it to the consideration 
of the newly elected deputies who possibly might have been 
prejudiced against it by the unusual eagerness shown in sub- 
mitting itto them so long before the period when they would 
have to take it into discussion. The undersigned adds that, 
moreover, itis difficult to comprehend the advantages which 
would have arisen from such a measure, since it would have 
produced the results which president Jackson declared he bad 
in view; that of announcing to congress the final conclusion of 
these long negotiations. 

The president supposes it is true, that the chambers miglit 
have been reassembled before the last month of the year 1834, 
but even had the session been reopened some few weeks ear- 
lier, which, from several causes, is impossible, the most simple 
calculation will prove that under no circumstances could the 
decision of the chambers have been obtained, and a fortiori 
known at Washington on Dec. 1. 

The king’s government could not but believe that considera- 
tions so evident must have brought conviction to the cabinet of 
the United States, and the more so as no communication by 
that cabinet to the undersigned, or transmitted at Paris through 
Mr. Livingston, had afforded the least expectation of the irrita- 
tion and misunderstanding which the message of December Ist 
has revealed in a manner so deplorable, and when even Mr. 
Livingston, coinciding with that judicious spirit which charac- 
terises him in that system of temporising and prudent forbear- 
ance adopted with a view to the common interests by the cabi- 
net of the Tuilleries, had required, at the moment of the meet- 
ing of the chambers, that the presentation of the bill should be 
still deferred, in order that its discussion should not be mixed 
up with debates of another nature, the coincidence with which 
might alone compromise the bill. 

This last obstacie had just been removed, and the bill was on 
the point of being presented to the chamber of deputies, when 
the arrival of the message, creating an astonishment at least 
equal to the just irritation it failed not to excite, forced the go- 
vernment to deliberate upon the part it ought toact. Strong 
in #s good faith and dignity, it did not think that the inexplica- 
ble act of president Jackson ought to make it absolutely re- 
nounce a resolution founded upon principle and sentiments of 
good faith and good will towards a friendly nation. Although 
it cannot conceal from itself the extent to which the provoca- 
tien from Washington has increased those difficulties which 
were already great, it decided to apply to the chambers to place 
at ite disposal the twenty five millions stipulated by the treaty 
of July 4. Inthe meantime, his majesty has resolved not to 
expose his minister to hear such language as that which was 





ultered on December]. The undersigned hae received orders 
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to return to France, and the transmission of these orders have 
teen Communicated to Mr. Livingston. 

Extract of u letter from an American, dated Paris, 29th Jan.— 
Nothing has been done yet by the chamber of deputies. The 
opposition of all shades is striving might and main to produce a 
rejection of the treaty, but I do not believe it can succeed. 

The government on the other hand is earnestly intent upon 
doing us justice, and the defence of the treaty will be entrusted 
to M. Thiers, by far the ablest man in the house. The subject 
is uppermost in all minds. The more itis investigated, the bet- 
ter it will be for us. Hitherto it was considered one of very little 
moment. 

Extract of another letter, dated Paris, Jan, 22.—After I wrote 
jast, [ fell in with several persons in whose judgment I place 
much confidence. From M. Welles, [ learnt that a party of 
about 30 members, who voted six months ago against the bill, 
have come round, and he thinks it will passthistime. M. Gauw- 
tier, sub governor of the bank and a peer of France, told me that 
if nothing new of an irritating nature should be received from 
congress within a month or aix weeks, he not only thought the 
chambers would pass the bill, but felt sure of it, and this opi- 
nion he formed after conversing with many opposition members. 

Letter to the editor of the New York American, dated Havre, 
Feb. 1, 1835.—I shall not have time to write to you after the Es- 
tafette arriving from Paris. I have only to tell you, that accord- 
ing to all appearances, the bill for indemnity under Mr. Rives’ 
treaty, will pass the chamber. The Lyons people, the Bordeaux 
people, and the uncertainty generally, as to the result of this 
affair, (which has had an unfavorable influence on commerce,) 
will not fail to have weight with the chambers. The tone of the 
opposition has lowered, and the government party seem to have 
plucked up courage of late. When the message arrived, the 
latter seemed to be undecided whatto say. But litle now is 
said of national dignity, and the cabinet were evidently afraid 
of the tier parti, among which they still have supporters on many 
questions, but Dupin had made them opposition on this. So 
you see the government had to fear the vote of the Carlists, 
republicans, and the party just mentioned. ‘This is what count 
de Rigny means in his letter to Mr. Livingston, which you have 
seen. But whatever may be the result of the vote, which must 
now 300n take place, rely upon it, the real spring to touch is the 
commerce of the country. And all who so view the subject, 
cannot but be pleased to see by the last accounts from Washing- 
ton, that the president no longer thinks war will be necessary to 
obtain justice here. 

Extract from a letter, dated Paris, Jan. 30.—At this stage of 
the rupture, and when it was stated that Mr. Livingston would 
depart the next day for England, every American in Paris ap- 
proved the course, which it was supposed he had so promptly 
adopted. But Mr. L. seems to have considered that second 
thoughts are best in such cases—and after consulting with the 
diplomatic corps, residing at this court, he addresses a note to 
the French minister of foreign affairs, requesting an explanation 
of the note he had received, in which the passports were men- 
tioned. He is answered, that that note needs no explanation. 
Mr. L. transmits a second note! and remains here, “pausing for 
areply.””> Meantime, he has had an audience with the King*— 
and all this a week ago. {t is understood that Mr. Livingston 
will not “take the responsibility’? of leaving his post; but waits 
to be dismissed by this, or recalled by his own government. A 
more awkward affair never subjected two nations to the obser- 
vation of others. John Bull speculates upon the chances of a 
war, in various moods; and should it take place, would doubtless 
speculate in another sense. 

From ali { ean learn of whatis “‘saying and doing’? on the 
subject, I am inclined to adopt the opinion of thoze who seem 
to be best informed, that a bill providing for the American claim 
will be passed at the present session of the chambers, on the 
priacipie before mentioned. Should our government leave the 
matter upon a similar footing, the two parties will see there is 
nothing left to justify a war, and shake hands. eee 


M. Hyde de Neuville has addressed another letter to the Echo 
Francais on the subject of the American claims. He states no 
new fact of importance, but says he is acquainted with a great 
many which he may reveal hereafter. In the meantime he de- 
claree his opinion that the claims made by general Jackson are 
very exorbitant. The following is the most positive declaration 
on this subject contained in his letter, which is of great length: 
“I persist in thinking that the treaty ought to be rejected. A 
hew negotiation may be opened upon different bases, and the 
United States will have no cause to complain, for their presi- 
dent has no power to engage the treasury. Every thing will 
then go in order, a great fault may be remedied, and if France 
is found to be indebted, every man of conscience will declare 
that she ought to pay her debt.”’ 

The following articles are from the *‘National Intelligencer’’ 
of Tuesday last— 

The following is an extract of a letter from an American 
gentleman in Paris, to a member of the house of representa- 
tives, dated 

Paris, January 31. 


“T have nothing new here. The chambers have not yet act- 





(*This report Mr. Livingston positively denies, in his letter to 
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ed upon the treaty, nor will they for several weeks. i have no 
doubt that they will pay the money, unless coneREss adopt 
some Offensive and impolitic measure, which will be insulting 
to the pride of the nation. 

“I send you a memorial of the manufacturers of Lyons, which 
places the question in a forcible point of view. 

“‘A mere suggestion of a suspension of commercial intercourse 
was enough to induce the people of France to urge upon their 
deputies a speedy settlement of the question. 

**It will be many years before France will be restored to that 
good feeling which was cherished for America and Americans, 
unhappily broken up by the language of the president. I hope 
congress have done nothing to aggravate the wound inflicted.’? 
Another letter, from a gentleman whose means of informa- 
tion is as great as any one in Paris, says: 

*“*The treaty will be executed. ‘The ministers feel themselves 
stronger. Their journals speak out with more confidence, and 
the opposition appear to have exhausted their malice. 

‘SA kind word from congress, expressive of their confidence 
in the honor and justice of France, will soothe their irritated 
feelings, and have a good effect.”’ 

The following is part of a letter from an American gentleman 
in Paris, last August, published in New York. If the govern- 
ment had acted upon this suggestion, the money would have 
been provided before this time. It is believed that Mr. Living- 
ston, and Mr. Rives, were in favor of the course here recom- 
mended: 

‘*There is but one way in which we can get our just indemni- 
fication, and that is, by passing a law, at the early part of the 
next session of congress, authorising the president, in the 
event of a failure to provide for it, at the next session of the 
chamber, to cloze all the ports of the United States against all 
French importations. This will cause great consternation 
throughout France—we consume one-fourth of their silks, and 
you will see such scenes at Lyons aa were never seen before. 
if they retaliate by excluding our cotton and tobacco, they will 
ruin their lace and calico manufactories, and lose their mono- 
poly of tobacco, which you know is now enjoyed by the go- 
vernment. We can get our silks and velvets from Ltaly, and 
send our tobacco to Holland. The people of France will bring 
them to justice. If threatening langaage is used by our govern- 
ment, it will be a pretext for not being coercive. If reprisals 
are resorted to, they will turn their quadruple alliance to ac- 
count against us by getting the aid of Great Britain, under French 
commiszions, to harass our commerce.’? 

The following is a copy of a letter from a respectable mer- 


cantile house, dated 
New York, March 7, 1835. 

“Dear sir: Our letters to 3lst January, from Paris, speak of 
the passage of the billas almost certain. We trust it may so 
prove. and putan end to the present uncertainty so disastrous 
to trade. At the request of , we send you the address of 
the manufacturers of Lyons to the deputies, and remain truly, 
&e.”? 





MR. LIVINGSTON’S LETTER. 
[OFFICIAL. } 
Department of state, Washington, 10th March, 1835. 

Mr. Livingston’s answer to count de Rigny’s note, of the 13th 
January last, having been received at this department after 
the adjournment of congress, to whom that note was commu- 
nicated, itis now made public by direction of the president of 
the United States. 

Legation of the United States, Paris, January 29th, 1835. 
His excellency count de Rigny, 
minister, secretary of state of foreign affairs: 

Sir: Having already had oceasion to acknowledge the re- 
ceipt of your excellency’s letter of the 13th instant, and to an- 
swer that part of it which most urgently required my attention, 
[ proceed to the consideration of the other matters which it 
contains. I shall do this with a sincere desire to avoid every 
thing that may excite irritation, or increase difficuhies which 
already uniformly exist. Guided by this disposition, I shall 
confine myself to an examination of your note, considered only 
as an exposition of the causes which his majesty’s government 
thinks it bas to complain of the message sent by the president 
of the United States to congress, at the opening of its present 
session. 

Your excellency begins by observing that nothing could have 
prepared his majesty’s government for the impressions made 
upon it by the president’s message, and that if the complaints 
he makes were as just, as you think them unfounded, still you 
would have reason to be astonished at receiving the first com- 
munication of them in such a form. If his majesty’s government 
was nat prepared to receive complaints on the part of the U. 
States, for the non-execution of the treaty, every thing I have 
said and written since I have had the honor of communicating 
with your excellency, and your predecessor in office, must 
have been misunderstood, or forgotten. I can scarcely sup- 
pose the first; for, if my whole correspondence is referred to, 
and my verbal representations recollected, they will be found in 
the most unequivocal language to express an extreme solici- 
tude for the execution of the treaty—a deep disappointment at 
the several delays which have intervened, and emphatically 
the necessity which the president would be under of laying the 
matter before congress at the time, when in fact he bas done 
so, if before that period he did not receive notice that the law 





Mr. Forsyth, dated January 16th, in the last Register, page 16.) 





had passed for giving effect to the treaty. To urge the obliga- 
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tion of the treaty, to prepare his majesty’s government for the 
serious consequences that must result from its breach, or an 
unnecessary delay in executing it, was my duty, and it has 
been faithfully and unremittingly executed. To my own official 
representation, ou the 26th, | added, on the 29th July last, the 
precise instructions I had received, to inform his majesty’s go- 
vernment that *“‘the president could not avoid laying before 
congress, on the first of December, a full statement of the posi- 
tion of affairs on this interesting subject; or permit the session 
to end, as it must do, on the 3d March, without recommending 
such measures as the justice and the honor of the country may 
require.’? In this alone, then, there was sufficient, (indepen- 
dently of my numerous applications and remonstrances), to 
prepare his majesty’s government for the just complaints of the 
United States, and for the *timpression”’ they ought to produce, 
as well as for the *‘mode”’ in which they were communicated— 
a mode clearly pointed out in the passage I have quoted from 
my note of the 29th July—that is to say, by the annual message 
from the president to congress, which, as [I have already had 
occasion to observe, his majesty’s ministers have erroneously 
considered as addressed directly to them, and viewing it in that 
light, have arraigned this document as containing groundless 
complaints, couched in language not called tor by the occasion, 
and offering for consideration means of redress offensive to the 
dignity of France. I shall endeavor, by a plain exposition of 
facts, to repel those charges; I shall examine them with the 
freedom the occasion requires, but suppressing the feelings 
which some parts of your excellency’s letter naturally excite, 
will, as far as possible, aviod all those topics for recrimination 
which press upon my mind. The observation I am about to 
make will not be deemed a departure from this rule, beeanse 
it is intended to convey information which seems to have been 
wanted by his majesty’s minister, when on a late occasion he 
presented a law to the chamber of deputies. It is proper, there- 
fore to state that although the military title of general was glo- 
riously acquired by the present head of the American govern- 
ment, he is not, in official language, designated as general Jack- 
son, but as **the president of the United States,” and that his 
communication was made in that character. 

[ proceed now to the examination of that portion of your ex- 
cellency’s letter which attempts to shew that the complaints 
set forth in the president’s measage are groundtess. 

It begins by assuming, as a principle of argument, that after 
the chamber of deputies had rejected the law, and his majesty’s 
government had promised to present it anew, the United States 
had, by receiving that promise, given up all right to complain of 
any anterior delays. I have vainly endeavored, sir, to find any 
rule of reasoning by which this argument can be supported. It 
would, undoubtedly, be much easier to strike off from the case 


ps delays of two years in proposing the law, than to justify 
them. 


Tt is true that the United States, with a moderation and for 
bearance for which they receive no credit, waited two years, 
almost without complaint, for the performance of a treaty which 
engaged the faith of the French nation to pay a just indemnity, 
for which they had already waited more than twenty years. It 
is true that his majesty’s government offered solemn assurances 
that as soon as the constitution of the country would permit, 
a new attempt would be made to redeem the national pledge 
given by the treaty. It is true, also, that the president of the 
United States gave credit to those assurances. But it is aleo 
trne, and your excellency seems to lose sight of that important 
uncontested fact, that formal notice was given that the per- 
formance of those promises would be expected according to 
their letter; and that he could delay no longer than the first of 
December, the execution of a duty which those assurances had 
induced him to postpone. Whatever reasons his majesty’s go- 
vernment had for not complying with Mr. Serrurier’s engage- 
ment, or however they may have interpreted it, the president 
could not be precluded from considering the whole case as 
open, and adding to this statement the wrongs occasioned by 
the delays anterior to the vote of rejection. Those delays are 
etili unaccounted for, and are rendered more questionable by 
the preference given to another treaty, although subsequently 
made, for the guarantee of the great loan. 

Confining your observations to this second period, you say 
that the reproaches which the president thinks himself antho- 
rised in making to France, may be comprised in the following 
words: ‘The government of the king had promised to present 
the treaty of July anew to the chambers, as soon as they could 
tbe assembled: but they have been assembled on the 3lst July 
of the last year, and the treaty has not yet been presented.’ 
Stating this as the whole of the complaint, you proceed, sir, in 
your endeavor to refute it. 

{ am obliged, reluctantly, here to make use of arguments, 
which in the course of this discussion have been often repeat- 
ed, but which seem to have made no impression on his ma- 
jesty’s government. IT am obliged, in repelling the reproaches 
addressed to the president, to bring t» your recollection the 


terms of the promise on which he relred, the circumstances at- | 


tending it, and the object for which it was given. These must 


be futty understood and fully weighed before the question be- 
tween us can be resolved. 


The circumetances under which Mr. Serrurier’s note was | 
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as the law of the land in the United States, and ever since, the 
articles favorable to France had been in constant operation, 
Notice of this refusal had sometime before been received by 
the president. It would have been his duty, had nothing else 
occurred, to communicate to congress this event, 80 unexXpect- 
ed and so injurious to the interest of the country. One circum- 
stance prevented the performance of this duty, and justified 
the omission; the notice of the rejection was accompanied by 
information that the minister of France was instructed to make 
explanations and engagements on the subject; and that a ship 
of war would be despatched with his instructions. The presi- 
dent had waited a month for the arrival of this ship, an un- 
usually long session of congress still afforded an opportunity 
for making the communication even after her arrival. If made, 
it would undoubtedly have produced consequences, the nature 
of which may be imagined by considering the events that have 
since occurred. It was necessary then to prevent an interrup- 
tion of the friendly relations between the two countries, that 
this communication should be postponed until the subsequent 
session of congress; longer than that, it was well known that it 
could not be deferred. This was clearly and explicitly stated 
in a conference between Mr. Serrurier and the secretary of 
state of the United States, in which the former gave the pro- 
mise in question. But the president desired to have the en- 
gagement in a written and official form, (and, as Mr. Serrurier 
expresses it in his letter), “‘pour des causes prises dans les ne- 
cessites de votre gonvernement.’? What governmental neces- 
sity does he allude to? Clearly that which obliged the president 


to communicate these engagements to congress at the next ses- 
sion. 


Here then we have a stipulation, made under special orders 
sent out by a ship despatched for that express purpose, com- 
municated first verbally in the official conference, afterwards 
reduced to writing and delivered to the proper officers for the 
double purpose of justifying the president for not making an 
immediate communication at their then session—and also to 
serve as a pledge which he might exhibit, if unredeemed, at 
their next. These objects are well stated by Mr. Serrurier to 
be, “that the government of the republic may avoid with a 
providential solicitude, in this unsettled state of things, all that 
may become a cause of new irritation between the two coun- 
tries, endanger the treaty, and raise obstacles that may become 
insurmountable to the views of conciliation and harmony which 
animate the counsels of the king.’’ It was then to avoida 
communication to congress which Mr. Serrurier saw would 
endanger the peace of the two countries that this engagement 
was made. Surely then every word of a stipulation, made 
under such circumstances, and for such important purposes, 
must have been duly considered, and its import properly weigh- 
ed, first, by the cabinet who directed, afterwards, by the minis- 
ter who delivered, and the government which received it. 

What then was this engagement? First, that the government 
of the king will use every legal and constitutional effort which 
its preserving persuasion of the justice and advantages of the 
treaty authorise the U. States to expect from it. “Son intention 
est.”’ (I quote literally), enoutre, (that is besides using those 
endeavors abovementioned), **de faire tout ceque norte consti- 
tution permet pour rapprocher autant que possible, lepoque de 
la presentation nouvelle de la loi rejettee.’? Your excellency 
cannot fail to have observed two distinct parts in this engage- 
ment; one relating to the endeavors the ministry promised to 
make in order to induce the chambers to pass the law; for the 
success of which they could not answer; another relating to the 
time of the presentation of the law, a matter which depended 
on them alone—restricted only by constitutional forms. 

The promise on this point then, was precise, and could not be 
misunderstood. What ver the constitution of France permitted, 
the government of France promised to do, in order to hasten 
the presentation of the law. What was the cause of this de- 
sire to bring the business before the chambers at an early day? 
No one can deubt it who knows the situation of the two coun- 
tries; stillless any one who has read the correspondence. It 
was to enable the president to make those statements to the 
next congress, which, relying on the engagements of the French 
minister, he had omitted to make to this. 

It was clear, therefore, that more was required than the ex- 
pression of a desire on the part of his majesty’s ministers to ex- 
ecute the treaty; a desire, the sincerity of which was not doubt- 
ed, but which might be unavailing, as its accomplishment de- 
pended on the vote of the chambers. For the president’s satis- 
faction and for his justification too, an engagement was offered 
and accepted for the performance of an act which depended on 
his majesty’s government alone—this engagement was couched 
in the unequivocal terms T have literally quoted. 

This, sir, is notall. That there might be no misunderstand- 
ing on the subject, this promise, with the sense in which it was 
understood; the important object for which it was given; and 
the serious consequences that might attend a failure to comply 
with it, were urged in conversation and repeated in my official 
letters, particularly those of the 26th and 29th of July, and 3d 
and 9th of August last; in which its performance was strongly 

ressed. 
. The answer to these letters left no hope that the question 
would be submitted to the chambers in time to have the result 


written are material in considering its true import. The pay- | known before the adjournment of congress; and by the refusal 


ment, stipulated by a treaty duly ratified on both sides, had | 
just heen formally refused by a vote of the chamber of deputies; 





to hasten the convocation of the chambers before the last of 
December, showed unequivocally that so far from taking all 


more than two years had passed since it had beea proclaimed | measures permitted by the constitution to hasten the period of 
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presenting the Jaw, it was to be left to the most remote period 
of the ordinary course of legislation. 

This decision of his majesty’s government contained in your 
excellency’s note to me of the 7th August, was duly transmit- 
ted to the president, and it naturally produced upon his mind 
the impressions which I anticipated in my letters to your ex- 
cellency that it would produce. He saw, with the deepest re- 
gret, that a positive assurance for convening the chambers as 
soon as the coustilution would permit, was construed to mean 
only a disposition to do so, and that this disposition had yield- 
ed to objections which he could not think of sufficient force to 
jastify a delay, even if there had intervened no promise; espe- 
cially as the serious consequences of that delay had been ear- 
nestly and repeatedly brought to the consideration of his majes- 
tw’s government. In fact, sir, what were those objections? I 
do not speak of those which were made to presenting the law 
in the session of July last; for, although no constitutional impe- 
diment offered itself, yet it was strongly insisted on, because an 
early session in the autumn would have had the same effect, 
and the president, for the same reason, says, that it might have 
been overlooked if an early call of the chambers had been 
made. They ire the objections to this call then which imme- 
diately demand our attention. What, in fact, were they? 
None derived from the constitutional charter have been or 
could have been asserted. What then were they? Your ex- 
cellency’s letter, of the 3d of August to me, contains none but 
this: “his majesty’s government finds it impossible to make 
any positive engagement On that point.”? In that of the 7th of 
August there are two reasons assigned: first, the general incon. 
venience to the members. This the president could surely not 
think of alleging to congress as a sufficient reason for omitting 
to lay the matter before them. The next, I confess, has a little 
more weight, and might have excuced a delay, if the assurance 
given by Mr. Serrurier had been, as your excellency construes 
il, merely of a disposition to hasten the presentation of the law. 
If the engagement had amounted to no more than this, and his 
majesty’s ministers thought that an early call would endanger 
the passage of the law, it might possibly justify them in not 
making it. But the president, who relied on the promize he 
had received, who, in consequence of it, had deferred the per- 
formance of an important duty; the president, who had given 
timeiy and official notice that this duty must be performed at 
the opening of the next congress; the presideni, who could see 
uo greater prospect of the passage of a law in a winter than in 
an autumnal session; how was he to justify himself and redeem 
the pledge he had made to his country? He did it in the way he 
always does, by a strict performance. 

From this detail, your excellency will, I hope, see that the 
president’s causes of complaint cannot, as you suppose, be con- 
fined within the narrow limit you have assigned to them. The 
failure to present the law in the session of July, was not the 
only, nor even the principal pointin which he thought the en- 
gagement of Mr. Serrurier uncomplied with; for although he 
saw no reason for the omission that could be called a constitu- 
tional one, yet he expressly says, that might have been over- 
looked. He always, (it cannot too often be repeated) looked 
to the promise of Mr. Serrurier, as it was given at Washington, 
not as it was interpreted at Paris; and he had a right to believe 
that as on previous occasions the legislature had, in the years 
1819, 1822, 1825 and 1830, held their sessions for the transaction 
ofthe ordinary business in the months of July and August; he 
had a right, | say, to believe that there was no insurmountable 
objection to the consideration of this extraordinary case enfore- 
ed by a positive promise. Yet, as I have remarked, he did not 
make this his principal cause of complaint; it was the omission 


to call the chambers at an earlier period than the very end of 
the year. 


On this head your excellency is pleased to observe, that the 
same reasons, drawn from the usual course of administration, 
which rendered the presentation of the law in the session of 
July impossib'te, applied with nearly the same force toa call 
before the end of the year, and you appeal to the president’s 
knowledge of the “fixed principles of a constitutional system,”’ 
to prove that the administration under such a government is 
subject to regular and permanent forms, “from which no spe- 
cial interest, however important, should induce it to deviate.”’ 
For this branch of the argument it unfortunately happens that 
no regular form of administration, no fixed principle, no usage 
Whatever, would have opposed a call of the chambers at an 
early day, and the rule, which your excellency states would 
not be broken “in favor of any interest however important,”’ 
has actually been made to yield to one of domestic occurrence. 
The chambers have just been convened before the period which 
was declared to be the soonest at which they could possibly meet. 
Your excellency will also excuse me for remarking that, since 
the first institution of the chambers in 1814, there have been 
convocations for every month of the year, without exception, 
which I will take the liberty of bringing to your recollection by 
enumerating the different dates. The chambers were summon- 
ed for the month of January in the vears 1823, 1826 and 1829; for 
Febraary in 1827 and 1829; for March in 1815, 1824 and 1830; 
for April in 1833; for May in 1814; for June in 1815, 1822 and 
1825: for July in 1834; for August in 1830 and 1831; for Septem- 
ber in 1815; for October in 1816; for November in 1817, 1818, 
1819, 1221 and 1832; and for December in 1820, 1824, 1826 and 
1833. It is then clear to demonstration that neither constitu 
tioual impediment, nor stern inflexible usage, prevented such a 














Mr. Serrurier’s engagement. Since | have alluded to the actu- 
al meeting ef the chambers on the Ist of December, it is but 
candid to aliow that even this period would not have enabled 
the president to have attained one of his objects—the present- 
ing of the result of their deliberations to congress in his opening 
message; but even that slight concession, if it had been made 
to my unceasing applications, might have given an opportunity 
of conveying their decision to congress before the 4th of March, 
when they must adjourn; because, had that day been then de- 
termined on, every thing would have been ready to lay before 
the chambers on the opening of the session, bul a meeting a 
month or six weeks earlier would have given ample time for 
deliberation and decision in season to have it known at Waeh- 
ington on the first of December. 

The necessity of giving time to the new members to inform 
themselves on the nature of the question, and the old ones to 
recover from the impression which erroneous statements had 
made upon their minds, | understand to be the remaining mo- 
tive of his majesty’s ministers for delaying the meeting. But 
this was a precaution, which, relying on the plain obligation of 
the treaty, the president could not appreciate, and he must, 
moreover, have thought that ifa long discussion was necessary 
to understand the merits of the question, it was an additional 
reason for hastening the meeting where those merits were to be 
discussed. The delay that occurred between the meeting of the 
chambers and the first of January, need not have entered into 
the discussion, because, not long known at Washington, it 
could not have had any influence on the message. It is referred 
to, | presume, in order to show that it was produced by a desire, 
on the part of his majesty’s ministers, the better to assure the 
passage of the law. Of this, sir, I never had a doubt, and im- 
mediately so advised my government, and informed it, as was 
the fact, that I perfectly acquiesced in the delay; first, because 
of the circumstance to which you allude; secondly, because the 
statements, originally intended to be ready by the first of Janu- 
ary, were not yet prepared. There is a slight error in this part 
of your excellency’s letter; the delay was not made at my re- 
quest, but was fully approved of, for the reasons which I have 
stated. 

I have entered into this detail, sir, not for the purpose of reeri- 
mination, which, in most cazes useless, would in this, be worse. 
But with the object, as was my duty, of showing that although 
the ministers of the king, under the interpretation they seem to 
have given to Mr. Serrurier’s promise, may have considered 
themselves at liberty to defer the presentation of the law until 
the period which they thought would best secure its success, 
yet the president interpreting that promise differently, feeling 
that in consequence of it he had forborne to do what might be 
strictly called a duty, and seeing that its performance had not 
taken place, conld not avoid stating the whole case clearly and 
distinctly to congress, and detailing to them all the remedies 


| which the law of nations would allow to be applied to the case, 


leaving to them the choice, leaving to their wisdom and pru- 
dence the option of the alternative of further delay or condi- 
tional action. Could he have said less in this branch of his 
message? If he alluded to the subject at all, he was obliged to 
detail the circumstances of the case: it is not pretended that this 
is not done with fidelity as to facts. The ratification of the 
treaty, its effect in pledging the faith of the nation, the fidelity 
with which the United States have executed it, the delay that 
intervened before it was brought before the chambers, their re- 
jection of the law, the assurances made by Mr. Serrurier, the 
forbearance of the president to make a communication to con- 
gress in consequence of those assurances, and the adjournment 
of the question by his majesty’s government to the end of the 
year; none of these have ever been denied, and all the president 
was obliged to bring before congress, if, as I have said, he spoke 
on the subject. But he was obliged by a solemn duty to speak 
of it, and he had given timely and repeated notice of this obli- 
gation. The propositions which he submitted to congress in 
consequence of those facts were a part of his duty; they were, 
as I have stated, exclusively addressed to that body, and in of- 
fering them, he felt, and expressed a proper regret, and doing 
justice to the character and high feeling of the French nation, 


he explicitly disavowed any intention of influencing it by a 
menace. 


I have no mission, sir, to offer any modification of the presi- 
dent’s communication to congress, and I beg that what I have 
said may be considered with the reserve that I do not acknow- 
ledge any right to demand, or any obligation to give, explana- 
tions of a document of that nature. But the relations which 
previously existed between the two countries, a desire that no 
unnecesary misunderstanding should interrupt them, and the 
tenor of your excellency’s letter, (evidently written under excit- 
ed feeling), all convinced me that it was not incompatible with 
self-respect and the dignity of my country, to enter into the de- 
tail [have done. The same reasons induce me to add that the 
idea, erroneously entertained, that an injurious menace is con- 
tained in the message, has prevented your excellency from giv- 
ing A proper attention to its language. A cooler examination 
will show, that although the president was obliged, as I have 
demonstrated, to state to congress the engagements which had 
been made, and that in his opinion they had not been complied 
with—yvet, in a communication not addressed to his majesty’s 
government, not a disrespectful term is employed, nor a phrase 
that his own sense of propriety, as well as the regard which one 
nation owes to another, would induce him to disavow. On the 





fall of the chambers as would have complied with the letter of 
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ed him tocomplain of acts that disturbed the harmony he wish- 
ed to preserve with a nation and government to the high charac- 
ters of which he did ample justice. 

An honorable susceptibility to every thing that may, in the 
remotest degree, affect the honor of the country, is a uational 
sentiment of France; but, you will allow, sir, that it is carried 
too far when it becomes impatient of just complaint, when it 
will allow none of its acts to be arraigned, and considera as an 
offence a simple and correct examination of injuries received, 
and as an insult, a deliberation on the means of redress. If it 
is forbidden, under the penalty of giving just cause of offence, 
for the different branches of a foreign government to consult to- 
gether on the nature of wrongs it has received, and review the 
several remedies which the law of nations present, and circum- 
stances justily, then no such consultation can take place in a 
government like that of the United States, where all the pro- 
ceedings are public, without at once incurring the risk of war, 
which it would be the very object of that consultation to avoid. 

The measures announced in the close of your letter, as well 
as the correspondence that it has occasioned between us, have 
been transmitted to my government, and I wait the instructions 
which that communication will produce. 

I pray your excellency to receive the renewed assurance of 
the high consideration with which I have the honor to be your 


most obedient humble servant, 
EDW. LIVINGSTON, 


(Signed) 
REPORT ON OUR RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 
IN THE SENATE. 

On the last day of the session of congress, Mr. Clay, from the 
committee of foreign relations, made the following report, which 
we have not been able earlier to lay before our readers: 

The committee of forcign relations having duly considered 
the message of the president, of the 25th February, 1835, with 
the correspondence accompanying it, ask leave now to submit 
to the senate the result of their deliberations in the following 
report. 

In the former report of the committce, made on the 6th Janu- 
ary, 1835, they communicated to the senate the veiws, at large, 
which they entertained of the controversy unhappily existing 
between the United States and France, respecting the non-exe- 
cution of the treaty of indemnity, upon the state of information 
which the committee then possessed. They believed, from all 
the evidence within their reach, that the king of France was 
sincerely desirous, in good faith, to fulfil the stipulations of the 
treaty. The bill, to accomplish that object, had been rejected 
by a small majority; but its rejection was followed by a prompt 
assurance of the king’s government that it should be again in- 
troduced, and its passage through the chambers urged by all the 
constitutional means at the command of his majesty. The pre- 
sident acquiesced in the delay necessary to make this new ex- 
periment, expressing, however, his expectation that no time 
would be lost in again presenting the bill, and that for this pur- 
pose an extraordinary meeting of the chambers would be con- 
voked. ‘This was not done; bat, assuming the good faith of the 
king, the committee thought it not unreasonable to leave to him 
the selection of the time and circumstances under which, with 
the most probability of success, he might deem it best to submit 
the new bill to the consideration of the chambers. In that con- 
clusion, the committee perceive themselves now fortified by an 
official and uncontradicted statement of the count de Rigny, 
contained in the note to Mr. Livingston, under date the 30th 
ultimo, in which the count says to him: “Their assemblage 
(that of the chambers) was not indeed immediately followed by 
the presentment of the bill relative to the American claims; but 
you, sir, know better than any other person, the causes of this 
new delay. You, yourself, requested us not to endanger the 
success of this important affair, by mingling its discussion with 
debates of a different nature, ae their mere coincidence might 
have the effect of bringing other influences into play than those 
by which it should be naturally governed. By this request, you 
clearly showed that you had, with your judicious spirit, cor- 
rectly appreciated the situation of things, and the means of ad- 
vancing the cause which you were called to defend.”’ 

In that condition of the question, the committee thought it 
most proper to await the issue of the new appeal to the French 
chambers; and in the mean time, to abstain from the legislative 
adoption of the measure of reprisals, which might imply a dis- 
trust of the French government, and, by being construed into a 
menace, might prevent the passage of the bill. And here again 
the committee see, with satisfaction, that they are fortified by 
the opinion of Mr. Livingston. In his despatch to the secretary 
of state under date of 11th of January, 1835, he says: ‘Should 
congress propose commercial restrictions, or determine to wait 
to the end of the session before they act, this will be considered 
as a vote against reprisals, and then the law will be proposed, 
and [ think carried.’’ If the mere silence of congress would 
have had a tendency to allay the excitement in France, produc- 
ed by the recommendation of the law of reprisals, a positive 
vote of congress against them was much more likely to effect 
that desirable object. But the committee thought that, whilst 
measures were ir progress, in France, to secure an appropria- 
tion to execute the treaty, it was due, both to the confidence 
which had been reposed in the assurances of the king, and to 
the dignity of the United States, to studiously avoid all intima- 
tion of ulterior or contingent purposes. 

The senate concurred in these sentiments of the committee; 
and on the 14th day of January, 1835, unanimously passed a re- 
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solution, declaring that it was inexpedient, at that time, to 
adopt any legislative measure in regard to the state of affairs 
between the United States and France. 

The senate having then distinctly taken the ground of for- 
bearance to adopt any legislative measures until the result 
should be known of the second appeal to the French chamber 
for the pecuniary means to execute the treaty, the commitice 
have carefully and attentively examined the measage of the pre- 
sident, and accompanying correspondence, now referred to 
ea discover if they furnished any motives to change that 
gronnd. 

The committee have perused parts of that correspondence 
with painful regret. It appears that the king of France, taking 
offence at the recommendation of the law of reprisals contained 
in the president’s message, and especially with the imputation 
to him of bad faith, which he supposes to de conveyed in the 
same message, has reealled the French minister at Washington, 
directing him to be substituted by a charge dea affaires, — has 
caused passports to be tendered to the American minister at 
Paris. Mr. Livingston, nevertheless, remained at the French 
court, awaiting the orders of his own government. These have 
been transmitted to him, and require the departure of the Ame- 
rican legation from France, in the event of a second rejection 
of the bill of indemnity; and in that of the passage, Mr. Living- 
ston’s departure, leaving a charge des affairs. 


Thus the original and inherent difficulties in the way of the 
appropriation of the fiscal means to execute the treaty, are in 
danger of being increased by a misunderstanding on collateral 
and subordinate questions. It is to be regretted that the French 
government, acquainted as it must be with the structure and 
constitutional distribution of power of the American govern- 
ment, did not wait the result of the deliberations of congress 
upon the president’s recommendation, before it resorted toa 
suspension of diplomatic intercourse, through the customary 
organs. A delay of a few weeks would have borne to France 
intelligence that neither house of congress coincided in opinion 
with the president as to the expediency of authorising reprisals, 
in the present state of the relations between the two countries; 
and that the senate, by an unanimous vote, had pronounced 
any legislative measure whatever to be inexpedient. 


The French minister has taken his departure, leaving the first 
secretary of the legation in charge with the affairs of his go- 
vernment. Without stopping to comment upon certain unplea- 
sant occurrences between him and the secretary of state, im- 
mediately preceeding his departure, the committee express their 
concurrence in the propriety of recalling Mr. Livingston under 
the existing circumstances, in both the contingencies which 
have been provided for in his instructions. 


The recall of ministers is the usual preliminary of the actual 
commencement of hostilities. In this instance the committee 
are happy to find that no such consequence is likely to ensue, 
but, that, on the contrary, according to Mr. Liviugston’s opi- 
nion, it will probably prove to be the harbinger of an amicable 
adjustment, by removing the only cause which threatened a 
disturbance of the harmony between the two countries. The 
king of France, irritated by the president’s message, has sought 
to heal his wounded sensibility by a recall of his minister. 
Being satisfied on that point, the king’s government naturally 
turned their attention to the primitive source of whatever mis- 
understanding now unfortunately exists between the two go- 
vernments, and again introduced into the chamber of deputies 
the bill to provide for the debt which the treaty of July contracts 
to pay. And Mr. Livingston states that he has very little doubt 
it will pass. Its fate is not, however, yet known. 


Far from perceiving in the correspondence communicated 
by the president any motives to vary the position taken by the 
senate on the 14th of January last, all the considerations which 
united in recommending it, have acquired additional force from 
that correspondence. And the committee, therefore, conceive 
that the senate ought to adhere to the resolution which it then 
formed to await the result of the second appeal to the French 
chambers; and, in the mean time, to intimate no ulterior pur- 
pose, but to hold itself in reserve for whatever exigencies may 
arise. 


Instead of feeling any necessity for legislating at present, on 
the contingency of a failure of the French chambers to make 
the requisite appropriation to fulfil the treaty, the committee 
cannot conclude the performance of the duty assigned to them, 
without expressing their congratulations to the senate on the 
prospect held out by Mr. Livingston of a termination of the 
misunderstanding between the two countries, and a consequent 
preservation of the peace yet happily existing between them. 
The bare possibility of the interruption of it, has filled the com- 
mittee with the greatest inquietude. War, with all its train of 
sufferings, crimes, and cruelties, should never be resorted to 
but in the last extremity. A war with France, particularly, 
considering the ancient ties of friendship, which have hitherto 
bound the two nations together, and the manifest interest which 
both have in the cultivation of peace, would excite feelings of 
the most profound regret. A rupture, of which no one could 
foresee the probable termination, between two of the freest and 
most enlightened nations on earth, for a debt of only about five 
millions of dollars, not yet wholly due, and which, with its ac- 
cumulating interest, must be ultimately paid, would exhibit to 
the civilized world a mortifying spectacle without a parallel, and 
injurious to both parties. Every aspect under which such a war 
can be contemplated, would be ominous. Limited as its thea- 
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tre would probably be to the ocean, the United States, instead 
of maintaining the liberal code for which they have hitherto 
contended, might find themselves called upon to assert princi 

les, as to the rightof search, contraband, and blockade, against 
which they have so often protested. And it would almost bea 
miracle, tf, in the practieal application of some of these princi 

ples, they did not find themselves involved in serious collisions 
with néutral powers, whose marines would be profiting on the 
sacrifices of the belligerents. 

The committee fervently hope, that those who are entrusted 
with the destiny of both nations, will constantly keep in view, 
and earnestly endeavor to avert, the calamitous consequences 
of such a war; and that, subduing every personal emotion of 
passion, pride, or prejudice, they will hasten to consummate 
what has been deliberately stipulated. Thus the well known 
patriotism and gallantry of two great people will be best reserv- 
ed for the more scrious trials to which, under the dispensations 
of Providence, they may be hereafter respectively exposed. 

The committee ask the senate to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the message of the president. 

Cc. C. CAMBRELENG AND GALES & SEATON. 

A great dispute has arisen between the two parties, as to 
those on whom the responsibility of the failure of the appropria- 
tion for fortifications ought to rest. The following relates to 
these matters. 

Washington, 7th March, 1835. 

GENTLEMEN: I regret that {am again under the necessity of 
addressing you on the subject of the fortification bill, and the 
appropriation of three millions for the army and navy, includ 
ing fortifications, outfit and repairs of ships, and increase of 
navy; provided such expenditures should be considered necessary 
for the defence of the country prior tothe next meeting of con- 
gress. ButI presume you anticipated an answer to these ques- 
tions, Viz: 

“Why did not Mr. Cambreleng make his report, and leave it 
to the house to decide upon its own competency to act upon itv? 

**Why did he leave the conference committee, with the in- 
tention to make a report, and yet Nor make it?”? 

[ am, gentlemen, fortunately enabled to answer your ques- 
tions by extracts from the journal of your own reporter. The 
only error in the following paragraph is the omission of Mr. 
Hubbard’s name, who was one of the committee: 

“The motion to ask a conference was agreed to—and Messrs. 
Cambreleng and Lewis were appointed the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the house.’’ 

The committee immediately left the house and proceeded to 
one of the chambers of the senate. The first occurrence after 
we left the house is stated in the very next paragraph—the re- 
mark of a member of the opposition party, viz: 

“Mr. Hardin asked if the house was not virtually dissolved, 
p/ the expiration of the term for which this congress was elect- 
ed. 

After this, your reporter states that ‘the Cumberland road 
bill was taken up and read a third time.’’ As to the actual 
hour of the night, | was informed by Mr. Thomas, of Maryland, 
that that bill was acted upon a few minutes before twelve 
o’clock. Other members thought the hour had elapsed. Your 
reporter states: 

““Mr. McKay moved that a message be sent to the other 
house, informing them that this house, having completed its 
business is ready to adjourn.’’ 

The chair said the question was not in order, the question be- 
ing on the passage of the bill. 

The clerk proceeded to take the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill to continue and repair the Cumberland road, and 

“Mr. Gilmer, when his name was cailed, rose and said, he 
considered that he had no right to vote; the term for which he 
was elected having expired at 12 o’clock this night; and he, 
therefore, declined voting.’’ 

You will recollect that Mr. Gilmer is also a member of the 
opposition party. The yeas and nays were taken. The fol- 
lowing is your reporter’s account of what further took place 
while the committees were in conference: 

(Mr. Cambreleng here quotes halfa column of the report in 
our last, which we have not room, nor can it be necessary, here 
to repeat.— Editors Nat. Int.] 

[ hope you will pardon me for extracting so liberally from 
your reporter’s journal. [ doit for the purpose of satisfying 
you that [ had, at no stage of our proceedings, negiected to dis- 
charge my duty. The committee returned while the ayes and 
noes were taken on the last resolution, [to indemnify, Mr. Let- 
cher]; upon which I voted in the affirmative. 

A quorum not having voted, the chair could receive no re- 
port from any committee, nor could any motion be made but to 
adjourn, or for a call of the house, even if the hour of twelve— 
nay, one o’clock, had not arrived. A motion to adjourn was 
immediately made, and your reporter gives the following ac- 
count of what took place. 

“Mr. Jarvis now moved an adjournment, on which question 
Mr. Wilde asked the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The clerk proceeded to call the names, and Mr. Beardsley 
and others now answering, 

Mr. Garland rose to a point of order. He asked whether 
gentlemen were not obliged to vote one way or another, being 
present. 

Mr. Beardsley said, he would state, for himeelf, that, making 


siderably after one o’clovk. The constitutional term of the ex- 
istence of this congress baving expired, he could not vote. 
Mr. - said, the gentlemen who thought they had no right 
to vote had better withdraw. ‘They bad no right to be in the 
hall, if they had no right to vote. 
The yeas and nays having been taken, there appeared yeas 
15, nays 102.%? 
No quorum voting, the speaker proceeded to dispose of the 
reports upon his table. A report from the postmaster general 
produced a short discussion, pending which the resolution of 
the senate was announced: the last speaker, as your report 
states, proposed to give way—I did not request bim to do so, 
because there had been no quorum voting on any question 
since we returned to the house, and the chair could not receive 
it. When the senate’s resolution was announced, [ stated the 
reasons Why I had not presented the report which you publish- 
ed in your paper of to-day. Mr. Lewis, a member of the oppo- 
sition party, offered to make a report; but after our counting the 
house as tellers, and he found there was no quorum in the house, 
whether voting or not voting, (for we counted all we could see, 
whether they wished to be counted or not), he saw that it could 
not be received, and he did not afterwards propose. The bill 
was not returned tome. The following is your reporter’s own 
account of its fate. 
‘*Mr. Lewis (another member of the committee of conference) 
took the report from Mr. Cambreleng, with the apparent inten- 
tion of offering it to the house. Bat, he first asked the chair 
whether there was a quorum present on not. 
The chair, to ascertain whether there was a quorum, asked 
the members to pass through tellers. 
The tellers reported 113 meinbers. 
The chair, upon the suggestion of a member, counted the 
members visible in the hall, and reported that he could count no 
more than 114.’? 
No quorum voted on any question subsequent to the return 
of the committee of conference, it was not in the power of the 
house to command a quorum, and there was no period, from 
the time of their return till the adjournment of the house, at 
past three in the morning, when either Mr. Lewis, Mr. Hub- 
bard or myself could have made the report. As to the want of 
a quorum, it is manifest from your own journal, that it arose 
from questions and considerations having no reference what- 
ever the fortification bill, and that the absentees were indiscri- 
minately of both parties. I never left the house till it adjourn- 
ed; and never, in any instance, declined voting. 
I shall not, on any occasion, avoid a just responsibility; but I 
cannot silently suffer an attempt to be made to shift the respon- 
sibility for the loss of these great and important measures from 
the senate to the house. Had the senate condescended to amend 
the proposed appropriation in any manner whatever, these 
measures would not have been lost, for the house wonid not 
have tenaciously adhered either to the form or to the amount 
of the appropriation. But the senate was not only determined 
to reject the appropriation, but, in a manner, to say the least, 
unparliamentary, to drive the house to obey its mandate. In- 
stead of proposing a conference in time to save the bill, they 
indignantly adhered, and by that adherence the country is left 
defeaceless. Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Cc. C. CAMBRELENG, 





Messrs. Gales & Seaton. 

From the National Intelligencer of March 9. 

We have been favored, as the reader will find, by turning to 
the preceding columns, with another letter from Mr. Cambre- 
leng. 

Mir. Cambreleng now puts his omission to report the result of 
the conference between the two houses of congress upon the is- 
sue of there not being a quorum of members present. Why 
was there not? Was it because there was not a quorum in at- 
tendance? Notatall. When the bill to continue the Cumber- 
land road was passed (after twelve o’clock, and so proclaimed at 
the time) one hundred and seventy-seven members voted. And 
an hour afterwards, when Mr. Wilde moved the previous ques- 
tion (precluding the addition of Mr. Moore’s name to the resolu- 
tion proposing to allow Mr. Letcher his per diem), the vote was 
69 to 65—being, including the speaker, and excluding all the 
members who had scruples as to the hour, nineteen members 
more than a quorum. It is true, indeed, that when the main 
question was taken, immediately afterwards, the votes num- 
bered only 113to 3. But whence this rapid diminution of num- 
bers? Because eighteen of those who were not influenced by 
any scruples of conscience, but by scruples, of a different sort, 
did not chose to vote, but either refused to answer or withdraw 
from the hall. There was a quorum within call, all the time, 
Mr. Cambreleng could have had a quorum to vote in an instant, 
if he had‘desired it. The chairman of the committee of foreign 
relations could have commanded a quorum at any moment, as 
easily as he commanded a majority to insist on the three mil- 
lions, knowing, as he must have done, instinctively if not 
otherwise, that the senate could not agree to it, and that the 
loss of the bill must be the consequence of this pertinacity. 

How could Mr. Cambreleng expect the senate to vote away 
three millions of money in the loose, profuse, and irresponsible 
manner proposed? Does he not know, that, at eight o’clock, 
on the last night of the session, the senate were literally sur- 
prised by this attempt to force upon them, by way of amend- 
ment, a specific appropriation of more money than there is (we 





all reasonable allowance fer variation in time, it was now con- 


believe) at this moment in the treasury? Surprised, we say: 
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for, what had occurred? Something like a month before, the 
honorable gentleman himself, as chairman of the committee on 
foreign relations, officially told the house that the committee 
having determined to do nothing, had thought it fit to say no- 
thing. Within the last week, the honorable gentleman’s com- 
mittee had made a report, concluding with three resolutions. 
Of these three, the first having been superseded, was with- 
drawn: the second to discharge the committee from further con- 
sideration of the French question, was unanimously agreed to. 
Well, what was the third resolution which was reported, and 
what became of that? The third was in the following words: 

**Resolved, That contingent preparation ought to be made to 
meet any emergency growing out of our relations with France. 

What became of this resolution, looking to further action on 
the part of congress? Why, on motion of the gentleman him- 
self (if we mistake not) this resolution was ordered to lie on the 
table! What right had the senate, after this, to expect an item 
to be struck in as an amendment to an amendment of an ordina- 
Ty annual appropriation bill, the object of which was, in effect 
to put the war power into the hands of the president, with three 
milhons of dollars to begin with, to be expended at his sole will 
and pleasure? We know not what others may think of it; but, 
for our part, it struck us, when we first heard of it, as the most 
revolting proposition ever made in congress; and we have not 
ehanged our opinion of it upon more quiet and leisurely reflee- 
tion. The country is not yet ready for a DICTATORSHIP. 

We do not mean to charge Mr. Cambreleng personally, as he 
seems to think, with the responsibility of losing the annual for- 
tification bill. We would do nothing unkind gratuitously to 
any body. But, whether the consequence of pique or policy 
(atter failing in the three millions project) Mr. Cambreleng 
must share with his friends, politically, whatever of praise or 
censure the defeat of the fortification bill, in the present situa- 
tion of the country, may be considered to deserve. Mr. Cam- 
breleng says, however, that the senate, and not the house of re- 
presentatives, is chargeable with the loss of the bill. Now, one 

lain question: Did not the bill die in the hands of the house? 
as not its grave there? The senate had agreed to every thing, 
in 2 manner satisfactory to the conference committee of the 
house. But the house, having the bill in its possession, would 
not act on the report of its own committee, and would not, and 
did not, send the bill to the committee. This is the long and 
short of the whole matter. 

We have hitherto spoken of the public history of this trans- 
action. It has, however, a secret history. With this we can 
pretend to no familiarity. We shall state, however, what is re- 
ported of it; and we should not state it, of course, if we disbe- 
lieved it, or if we did not consider it to afford the true key to 
the fate of the fortification bill. 

About the time of holding the conference between the two 
houses, the senate postponed indefinitely the nomination of Mr. 
Taney to bea judge of the supreme court. This being equiva- 
lent to a rejection, in the regular course, another nomination 
should then have been made. The rPresipent (who was then 
in his chamber at the capitol) did not wish to nominate another 
person to be judge. Other occurrences (besides) of the even 
ing had not pleased him, the rejection of the three millions be- 
ing one of them. On the ground that it was past 12 o’clock he 
deft the capitol. It became evident, then, to those who were be- 
hind the curtain, that, if the report of the committee of conier- 
ence should be agreed to by the house, as the senate would cer- 
tainly concur in it, the responsibility for the loss of the bill 
would be thrown upon the presipent. Hence, it is said, the 
attempt to saddle the senate with the blame of having defeated 
the fortification bill, because, forsooth, they would not put into 
il a proposition vesting the president with undefined and unre- 
stricted power, to do almost any thing he pleased with a sum of 


money sufficient to pay a year’s interest upon almost a hun- 
dred millions of dollars. 


From the National Intelligencer. 
The fortification bill destroyed by Mr. Cambreleng and his frends. 

Tue pitemMa. Mr. Cambreleng in his first letter attempted 
to justify the conduct of the administration party in the house, 
in destroying the fortification bill, on the ground that it was 
past twelve o’clock before the committee of conference were 
able to report, and that consequently the house had ceased to 
exist.* 

Since writing that letter, Mr. Cambreleng has recollected not 
only that the Cumberland road bill passed the house after 
twelve o’clock, (as is notorious, and appears, among other facts, 
from Mr, Gilmer’s protest, to which Mr. Cambreleng himself al- 
ludes), but was of course signed by the president after twelve 
o'clock. ‘That pretence, therefore, is forever blown to the 
winds. Nay, more, in this morning’s letter, Mr. Cambreleng, 
wholly forgetting the drift and purport of his yesterday’s letter, 
says *‘I never left the house tillit adjourned, and never, in any 
instance, declined voting!’ 

So then the excuse, attempted to be built on the ground that 
no business could be transacted after twelve o’clock, is wholly 
exploded. 

The other ground is, that there was no quorum. Ay, truly, 
and why no quorum? Because the moment an attempt was 
made to take up this subject, the friends of the administration 
ran either behind the bar, and when that was observed and ex- 
posed, ran out of the hall, ready to flock back, and defeat any 


*See page 27, Ep. Ree. 








attempt to get aquorum. Mr. Cambreleng says he never left the 
hall. Be it so; but what did he do, when an attempt was made 
to get a quorum by a call of the house? 

Let the journal say— 

**Mr. Lewis moved a call of the house. 

‘Mr. Cambreleng. 1 protest against the right to cali the 
house. What member will answer to his name??? &c. 

So that Mr. Cambreleng, though he now abandons the ground 
that congress had expired—though he makes a merit of having 
staid and voted till the house adjourned—yet clamorously re- 
sisted the only measure by which a quorum could be had, viz: 
a call of the house! 

If Mr. Cambreleng, in his next letter, will state the purport 
of the communication that passed between himself and the 
vice president or the secretary of state, who were both seen in 
conference with him, he will throw more light on the subject 
than by multiplying these lame and contradictory attempts to 
pass from one horn of the dilemma to the other. I[t will then 
appear, that it was this ereculive committee of conference which 
prevented the report of the legislative committee of confer- 
ence from being presented and acted on. 

To bring the thing to a point, we ask Mr. Cambreleng these 
questions: 

lst. If congress was extinct, why did you stay and vote? 

Qd. If your difficulty was want of a quorum (though you well 
know there was a quorum in and about the hall), why did you 
protest against a call of the house, the only way of obtaining a 
quorum? A WITNESS. 

Washington, March 9, 1835. 

—— 8 © Otro 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

In the course of the remarks made in the house of represen- 
tatives by col. R. M. Johnson, in favor of the bill for the pur- 
chase of the stock of the Louisville and Portland canal by the 
U. S. that gentleman said— 

The country to be benefitted by this freedom to our com- 
merce from a heavy corporation tax, was fully equal to the one- 
half of the United States, and at least ten states of the twenty- 
four directly interested, and every state in the union indirectly 
interested. Enterprise of the most meritorious and extraordi- 
nary character, was opening several direct and rapid commu- 
nications between the western waters and the Atlantic ocean; 
the route from this city by the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, the 
route from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh, by the canals and rail 
roads of Pennsylvania, and by the lakes on the north, which 
unite the canals of New York and the state of Ohio; and by a 
rational, economical and constitutional expenditure of our 
common funds upon common objects, in uniting the states and 
facilitating commerce between them, we should, in a few years, 
enjoy a degree of prosperity, strength and happiness, and love 
of our whole country, at which now the imagination would be 
startled. We lived together, suffered, sacrificed, and fought 
with each other long enough to learn wisdom, and to do that 
which will cement our union, and secure and perpetuate our 
freedom—to look at each other as brethren of the same great 
family, embarked in the same ship, and one common object in 
view—the happiness of all. 

The commerce of the west has been greatly underrated—our 
progress has been so rapid that the imagination was startled at 
the reality. In perusing the western journals, it is stated that 
at this time the total length of the rivers of the west navigated 
by steamboats, exceeded 9,000 miles, the number of steamboats 
employed, upwards of 800, a tonnage nearly equal to that em- 
ployed in our foreign commerce. When we examine into the 
points where two or three hundred millions of public money 
had been expended for the last forty years, the west presents, 
comparatively, a barren waste: not one cent in Kentucky, ex- 
cept in the item of pension, which was paying for the blood 
which its citizens had shed for our common country. He hoped 
that this blank in Kentucky would in part be filled by the ap- 


propriation of a sum sufficient to purchase the canal and make 
it free, 


IN THE SENATE—FEBRUARY 28. 

Mr. Ewing said, that shortly after the report of the committee 
on the post office and post roads was presented to the se- 
nate, an address of Obadiah B. Brown appeared in the Globe, 
and has since been copied into most of the other papers in the 
city, containing some charges of grave import against the com- 
mittee—as to his statements which do not touch the general 
course pursued by the committee, I shall not notice them. His 
testimony and that of the witnesses who speak of his conduct 
as a public officer, are published with the report, and all who 
desire it, can satisfy themselves on those subjects. There are, 
however, two of his statements as to the course adopted by the 
committee in the examination, which I think it proper here to 
notice. 

He says, that he was “‘denied by the committee the privilege 
of being heard in his own defence, or even of being informed 
of an accusation against him before he learned it in the report.” 

Now, sir, on this subject, I can only say, that it was the 
opinion of the committee, that all persons implicated by the 
evidences which they took, should have information of all that 
was alleged against them, and thatthey should be heard and al- 
lowed to produce evidence in their own justification. The mode 
of communicating this information was a subject of frequent 
discussion between so.ae of the members of the committee, and 
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it was at last settled that the chairman should exercise his own 
sound judgment and discretion in giving this information. This 
was not by any formal order, but precisely m the way in which 
the chairman thought he ought to be authorised to commu- 
nicate to any and each of the officers, and each individual im- 
plicated, all the information that might be necessary to give 
them a full opportunity for explanation. I never inquired of 
him what information he saw fit to give any one under this au- 
thority, but Mr. Brown was called and permitted to testify in 
exculpation of his own conduct, and of the course of the de- 
partment, op every subject on which the chairman thought 
proper to call him. The volume of his testimony which ac- 
companies the report will show this fully, especially when it is 
known that he never was called except by the request of the 
chairman to explain some transaction, in which he, or the de- 
artment, seemed to be implicated. 

The second allegation which [ have thought necessary to 
notice, is as follows: ‘“*when under oath before the committee, 
| was not advised of any points on which [ was to be examin 
ed, nor the object of any inquiry made; and after answering all 
the questions which any member of the committee thought pro- 
per to propound, I was not permitted to hear the testimony 
read over to know whether it was taken down correctly, or to 
correct any erroneous impression which it might be calculated 
to make.’”’ 

The latter clause of this statement is wholly contrary to the 
fact. The chairman conducted this part of the business of the 
committee, and [ observed that he frequently, though not al- 
ways, asked the witnesses to read or hear read their testimony, 
before it was signed. He generally did so, if the statement was 
long or complicated. The question was,I believe, always 
written down and read to the witness before he answered; and 
the answer was always read over to the witness after it was 
written, before it was passed by, and | know, there was no 
case in which a witness was refused permission to read or to 
hear read his deposition, before he signed it. I wish the chair- 
man to say what he understands to have been the course pur- 
sued by the committee on these subjects. 

Mr. Grundy remarked, that he would state all he recollected 
upon the two points referred to by the senator from Ohio, (.Jr. 
E.) and I can make myself better understood by noticing, in 
the first place, the point last named. 

As chairman of the committee the form of proceeding seemed 
to devolve on me. I, of course, when a difficulty presented 
itself, consulted the other members. 


The practice in relation to the examination of a witness was 
this: when he pesented himself he was sworn, a question was 
then put to him by a member of the committee. I immediately 
stated to the witness that he was not then to answer, but might 
consider what his answer should be, until the clerk wrote down 
the question and read it to him. After the question was written 
and read by the clerk, the witness gave his answer, which was 
written down and read to the witness and the committee. After 
the testimony Of a witness was gone through, [ stated to the 
Witness that if he was satisfied with his evidence as read to 
him, he could then sign his deposition, and if he did not feel 
satisfied he could have it read to him by the clerk, or read it 
himself, In some few instances, where [ was not sure that 
the answers of the witness conveyed his true meaning, I nam- 
ed to the witness that he had better take the deposition and 
— it over himself before he signed it, and this was sometimes 

one. 

The practice, as I have stated it, was generally pursued, and 
I have no recollection of a departure from it, in the case of 
Mr. Brown; of one thing Lam confident, no witness was ever 
refused an opportunity of reading his testimony if he requested 
it. 

2nd. As to the opportunity afforded to persons implicated or 
affected by testimony taken by the committee. 

This was to my mind a very delicate subject. To prevent 
the proceedings of the committee from assuming the character 
of a trial, rather than an inquiry, and at the same time to pro- 
cure the introduction of testimony which might place transac- 
tions upon their true ground, was a subject of frequent con- 
Versation among the members—at last it seemed to be under- 
stood that I might act upon that subject according to my own 
discretion, taking care, that no improper use should be made 
of any communication | might make for the purpose of obtain- 
ing the object in view. 

Under the authority conferred on me, I did not feel willing to 
disclose what any particular witness had sworn, but stated, for 
instance, to Mr. Reeside, that the order of the postmaster ge 
neral was to carry a daily mail from Bedford to Washington, 
in Pennsylvania; that the department had so paid for it; that 
the proofs taken did not show a performance on his part, and 
if he would name any witnesses who could establish his per- 
formance, they should be summoned, and in this way witnesses 
were brought forward and examined upon several cases in 
vestigated by the committee. 

As to Mr. Brown’s transactions with Mr. Porter, he did inti. 
mate a wish to know what had been sworn by Mr. Porter. I 
stated I did not feel at liberty to tell him, but I stated that I 
intended to call on him as witness, and he could tell all about 
it. 

My reasons for not stating te Mr. Brown what Mr. Porter 
had sworn, were lst, ‘That it would be disclosing the testimony 
of a particular witness; and, 2d. Mr. Porter and Mr. Brown 
were the only persons, who had a knowledge of the transac- 


tions, and I thought the surest way to arrive atthe truth, was to 
let each give his own account without knowing what the other 
had said. 

I will further add, that I was present at the examination of 
every witness Whose testimony was taken by the committee 
during the whole investigation. 

Mr. Robinson said, as a member of the committee on the post 
office and post roads, indisposition had prevented him from be- 
ing present during the whole of the investigation. But upon 
no occasion so far as came within his knowledge was any wit- 
ness denied the privilege of reading over his testimony after it 
was taken down by the clerk before the witness signed it. And 
he well recollected of many witnesses so doing. 

Mr. Southard remarked, that he had a perfect recollection, 
that the witness referred to (Mr. Brown), did, on more than one 
occasion, read over the testimony which he had given, as it 
was taken down by the clerk of the committee, and that he 
also did, on One or more oceasions, decline reading it, because 
it had been taken down as he wished it, and had been read to 
him. if he did not read every part of it, it was his own fault. 
He was, on no occasion, in my presence, refused permission to 
read it. 

This witness was never taken by surprise, so as to be oblig- 
ed, on any point, to give an answer hastily. Whenever he had 
any hesitation, or desired to look at books or papers, or refer 
to the officers of the department he was permitted to do so— 
frequently had euch permission and availed himself of it— 
sometimes delaying an answer for one or twodays. And it 
also sometimes happened that he was directed to make an ex- 
amination of papers and books when ie had not expressed any 
desire to do so. 

Mr. Clayton said, he had warned the membets of this com- 
mittee not to suffert he opportunities, which the session offered 
them, to pass without their unanimous contradiction, on the 
floor of the senate,of all such aspersions upon them, and mis- 
representations of their conduct while engaged in this investi- 
gation as they had just exposed. He had heretofore had some 
experience of the injustice done to those who engage in such 
investigations. As a member of this committee during the last 
session, he bad concurred in the report of the majority made 
near the close of that session; and after the adjournment of 
congress he had been astonished at the number and enormity 
of the misrepresentations made through the party press sus- 
taining the department arraigning the conduct of the com- 
mittee. But, said he, at the last session a committee had been 
appointed by the other house to re-examine the matters we had 
inquired of, while the senate’s committee was also directed to 
proceed with their investigation; and though grossly traduced 
and calumniated as the committee was, pending the last elec- 
tions by the party newspaper press, for what had been done, 
yet, [ was content to bear this abuse at the time, believing that 
justice would eventually be done to us by an honest public, 
when the result of the examinations of all parties should be 
fairly made and communicated to the public. 

Sir, our report has been re-examined and the result has been 
that the different committees have now carried their condem- 
nation of the conduct and management of this department far 
beyond the point at which we had arrived last year by that in- 
vestigation, for which we were so grossly calumniated. What 
has been the consequence to those who made the last reports? 
Sir even the majority of the committee in the other house com- 
posed as it was of the political friends of the executive, bad no 
sooner presented their report condemning the outrageous mis- 
conduct of the post office department than an attempt was 
made to denounce that majority; and the conclusions to which 
the honorable gentlemen who thus reported had arrived were 
also declared to be the results of party discipline and party epirit! 
Yes, sir, the very men who it was confidently declared last 
year, would expose our errors, have confirmed our judgment, 
and though reluctantly driven to this result, a portion of the 
newspaper press had already denounced them also as acting 
merely from party motives. What justice then have my friends 
on this committee, appointed by a persecuted senate to expect 
from such sources? Sir, | warn them again that the blood- 
hounds of the political kennel, which is maintained on the 
spoils of victory, will be let loose on their trail, the moment 
they shall leave this city and forego for six months longer, an 
opportunity of exposing every falsehood against them, which is 
now hatched or undergoing the process of incubation. Let 
them stand on the alert, and resort to their associates on the 
committee as well as every other source within their reach, for 
a justification of their course, while they have an opportunity 
to doso. The moment the session closes leaves them power- 
less and defenceless, while they present a shining mark for the 
envenomed shafts of the most rancorons and dangerous of all 
party spirit—that party spirit, sir, which contends for pay. 

PUBLIC DEPOSITES—BANK U. STATES. 
REMARKS OF MR. WEBSTER. 
In senate, February 26, on the bill to regulate the deposites of 
the public money. 

Amongst the amendments moved by Mr. Webster to the bill 
and adopted, was the following additional section, which was 
also adopted, viz: 

‘Sec. 9. That all the warrants or drafts of the treasurer of 
the United States, or such as shall be authorised by the trea- 
sury department, drawn on any deposite bank, sball be payable 








in gold and silver, if the holder desire to reeeive ihe same; and 
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no such warrant, or draft, nor any check, drafi, or bill of ex- 
change given or received in payment thereof, sball be express- 
ed to be payable in ‘current bank bills,’ or in any other medium 
than the lawful currency of the country.’’ 

On offering this amendment, 

Mr. Webster said, that, in discussing the provisions and me- 
rits of this bill, it was necessary so often to allude to the bank 
of the United States, and the withdrawal of the government 
deposites from that institution, that he would take occasion to 
say a few words, and they slrould be very few, upon that sub- 
ject. In the first place be wished to say, that he considered 
the question of renewing the bank charter as entirely setlled. 
It could not be renewed. Public opinion, he thought, very un- 
fortunately for the country, bad decided against it; and while 
there was a stroug and prevailing sentuumentin the minds of the 
community against a measure, it was quite useless to move 
such measure. For himself he should take no part in any at- 
tempt to renew the charter of the bank. ‘The people have de- 
cided against its continuance, and it must expire. 

Nor should he if he remained in public life, join in any attempt, 
at any time hereafter, to establish a new national bank, till ex- 
perience of its want should have satisfied the country of its 
great utility or indispensable necessity. That the time would 
come when the country would feel the fullest conviction of 
this necessity be did not doubt; but that conviction, be thought 
was likely to be biougiit about oaly by experience. If, while 
he remained here, there should be a general call of the country 
for 4 new national institution, he should of course be ready to 
aid in its establishment, ou principles which have been proved 
to be safe, and with any amendments which experience may 
have suggested. But, tor himself, it was his stated purpose to 
do nothing mure in relation to a national bank till a decisive 
lead should be given in that direction by the public opinion. 

In the next place, he wished to say, that the *‘experiment,”’ 
upon the success of which gentlemen had felicitated them- 
selves, had not, in his Opinion, undergone any trialatall. It 
had been put to no test. 


There are two publie objects, both of great importance, said 
Mr. W. in the accomplishment of which the bank of the United 
States, in my opinion, has been generally successful. I mean 
the transmission of public funds, and other facilities to the ope- 
rations of the treasury, as one of these objects; and a safe, 
cheap and admirable system of internal exchanges as the other. 
These objects were both attained, by the skilful administration 
of the bank, to such a degree as left little or nothing to be wish- 
ed. By internal exchanges, I intend the whole operation of in- 
ternal bills of exchange, and tie circulation, also, of a paper 
currency, always safe, founded on solid capital, and every 
where, in every nook and corner of the country, as well as on 
the exchanges of the great cities, always of the same value as 
gold and silver, except, indeed, where the bills of the bank 
have been preferred to goid and silver, as being better suited to 
the purposes of remittance. Now, sir, it has been predicted 
that the state banks, selected as deposite banks, could equally 
well accomplish all these objects; that they could as readily, 
and as completely, facilitate the operations of the treasury, and 
that they could, and would also, furnish a general currency, as 
sound and as well accredited, and that they could and would 
be able to conduct the internal exchanges of commerce as safe- 
jy and as cheaply. Of all this L have doubted; but the day of 
argument is passed, and the system now awaits the unerring 
result of experience. But the time for that experience has not 
yet arrived. Up to the present moment, the country has en- 
joyed, and does now enjoy, the benefit of the circulation of the 
bills of the bank of the United States. The amount of that cir- 
culation is now eighteen or twenty millions, and it is diffused 
over every part of the country, and abounds, more especially, 
in those places where it is more particularly needed, and, in- 
deed, is kept there because it is there most needed. Here is a 
medium of exchange, every where to be had, and to be had 
without charge. A hundred dollars in gold and silver buy a 

st note of the bank of the United States in New Orleans, or 

obile, or St. Louis, and it is remitted to Philadelphia or New 
York, without danger, and without expense. The whole mass 
of the circulation of the bank of the United States, therefore, is 
at this moment, in active operation, in expediting and facilitat- 
ing exchanges, and indeed in assisting the operations of the 
treasury, and the deposite banks themselves, by affording a 
medium of universal credits. The present system, therefore, 
etill reste, substantially, on the bank of the United States. 

It is the credit and the circulation of the bills of that bank 
which still sustain the accustomed operations of internal com- 
merce; and the bank still exercises all that wholesome control 
over the currency of the country, which it has heretofore done. 
But the bank is about to expire. These eighteen or twenty 
millions must be graduaily withdrawn from eirculation, though 
they may come in very slowly, and be drawn very reluctantly 
from the hands which hold them; so that the circulation of the 
bills may more or less continue for a considerable time after 
the charter shall expire. In this way, I have no doubt of its 
continuance to do good, for some time after its legal existence 
shall have ceased. There will be no rush for payment of its 
notes and bills, because there will be no doubt about the suffi- 
ciency of the fund. There will be no haste to get rid of them, 
because they will be better than any other paper, and better 
than gold and silver. 

But the bank must wind up its affairs; its debts must be col- 
lected, and its circulation, afier a while, entirely withdrawn. 
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And when this takes place, or begins to take place, then, and 
not till then, the existing government ‘‘experiment”? will begin 
to be put to the proof. At present, all is fair weather; the 
question is, how will it be, when it becomes necessary to fii] 
up the void, occasioned by withdrawing the bills of the bank of 
the United States, by notes of the deposite banks. When thease 
banks shall be brought to rely on their own means, their own 
credit and their own facilities; when the substantial succor of a 
universally accredited paper currency of twenty millions in 
ee shall be withdrawn, then the experiment will be put 
on trial. 

It is known, sir, that am one of those who believe in the 
impracticability of an exclusive, or of a general metallic cur- 
rency. Such acurrency is not suited to the age, nor to coin- 
wercial convenience. The return of the golden age is a dream, 
There will continue to be banks; and the massa of circulation 
will be a paper circulation of some kind; and the question wi!! 
be, whether state institutions, associated together as deposite 
banks, can furnish a sound and universally accredited circula- 
tion. 


At present they are not proved capable of any such thing. If 
a genticman here wishes to remit money to-New England, or 
to the Ohio river, he certainly does not send bills of the depo- 
site bank of this District. If a single individual has done that, 
by way of trying the *“texperiment,”? he probably does not re- 
peat the trial; and, at any rate, the example is not generally 
followed. ‘The deposite banks pay specie, which is, so far, 
very well; and a person with a check on one of those banks 
can Obtain especie, and with that specie he can obtain bills of 
the bank of the United States, and this is the process he wil) 
have to go through, if he wishes to remit money in the shape of 
bank notes, to places at any considerable distance. In fact, 
that is well known to be the only practice. How this is to be 
effected, when there shali be no longer notes of the bank of the 
United States to be had, remains to be seen. 

L have said, sir, the day of trial has not come, and that all as 
yet seems clear weather. But I have recently learned some 
symptoms of approaching squalls. Some litte specks of clouds 
at least, make their appearance above the horizon. I Jearn, 
from authority not to be questioned, that, within the last week 
or ten days, a treasury warrant Was drawn on a deposite bank 
in one of the cities, payable in another city. The bank on 
which the warrant was drawn offered to pay in acheck, ona 
bank in the city where the warrant was payable; and when the 
check was presented, it was found to be made payable in cur- 
rent bank notes. Here, | think, sir, there ia, as I have said, a 
small cloud darkening the early dawn of the new golden day of 
our currency. Even so soon as the present hour, treasury 
drafts are thus offered to be paid in current bank notes. I have 
very good reason to believe, sir, that other deposite banks draw 
their checks, in like manner, payable in current bank notes. 
Aud I have called the attention of the senate to these occurren- 
ces, not merely to expose the practice, but to correct italso. | 
wish to stop it at the threshold, by declaring it illegal, and I 
have prepared a section, which I trust the senate will see the 
importance of inserting in this bill. 


The New York American says— 

The Globe, in its usual tone of vulgarity, affects to deny the 
statement of Mr. Webster in the senate, that one of the pet 
banks, in one of the great cities, had paid a treasury order, in a 
check payable ‘fin current money,” a form of expression, 
which means precisely un current money. 

The National Gazette, of Philadelphia, says it is authorised 
to state, that no occurrence of the nature referred to by Mr. 
Webster, had taken place in that city. 

We have seen no such denial in behalf of thiscity. Perhaps, 
on investigating the matter, the Globe may find some such case 
as this. 

A treasury draft on a pet bank (let us suppose the Manhat- 
tan) for $30,000, payable at a future day in Charleston, 8. C. 
being presented for acceptance, was—not accepted—but pro- 
vided for, by a check of the Manhattan company on a Charles- 
ton bank, payable at the time named, “in current bills,” as con- 
tradistinguished from gold or silver. 

Would or would not, such a case bear out Mr. Webster’s 
statement in the senate. 


+ 8 @ Ot 


LAST NIGHT OF THE SESSION. 
In the house of representatives— March 3. 
EXTRACTS FROM THE PROCEEDINGS. 

The house then took up the fortification bill, and the question 
being on concurring with an amendment made in committee, 
proposing the appropriation of three millions of dollars to be ex- 
pended in whole or in part under the direction of the president 
of the United States, in increasing the military and naval ser- 
vice, including orduance, fortifications and increase of the 
navy, if, in his opinion, the state of the country shall require it. 

Mr. Hiester demanded the yeas and nays: which were order- 
ed, and being taken, resulted as follows—yeas 107, nays 75. 

Mr. Whittlesey moved a resolution approving the conduct of 
the chair, which was unanimously adopted. 

A message was reccived from the senate informing the house 
that they had disagreed to the amendment of the house to the 
fortification bill, appropriating three millions of dollars to be ex- 
pended during the recess of congress to fortifications and the 
navy. 
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Mr. Gholson rose to express the anxious, earnest hope, that the 
nouse would recede from its amendment, from an amendment 
so unnecessary, novel and extraordinary. Unnecessary, because 
pe was persuaded that there was not a man, woman, or child 
in the country who believed that France would, during the re- 
cess of congress, declare or wage war against us. Novel, be- 
cause, in the whole range of our history, this is the very first 
jnstance in which a proposition has been made to confer on the 
executive, cither in time of peace or war, the broad, indefinite, 
and undefined power of increasing our army and navy, and 
strengthening our fortifications, when and in what manner he 
may think proper. Extraordinary, because, to say the least of 
it, it invaded the spirit of our institutions if not the very provi- 
sions of our constitution. Congress, and congress aloue, have 
the power to declare war, raise armies and equip fleets; and 
we might with the same propriety confide the whole revenues 
of the government to the executive, to be distributed among 
the various departments of the government, and applied in 
such manner and at such times as to him may seem fil, as to 
confer on him the powers embraced in the amendment now 
under consideration. He moved that the house recede from its 
amendment. © 


Mr. Cambreleng said he hoped the house would not recede. 
If the senate had chosen to take the responsibility of defeating 
the appropriation, it might remain with them. He would take 
no part of it. 

Mr. Gordon hoped, he said, that the house would recede. 
The president had not recommended the measure. It was an 
unprecedented proposition to put three millions into the hands 
of the executive without any specification of object, and with- 
out any application from the executive to congress. It was a 
proposition to give up the legislative power of the house to ex- 
ecutive discretion; to put the purse and sword in the same 
hands. Yesterday the house had voted unanimously that there 
was no occasion to make war, and now, just before the mo- 
ment of the adjournment, the extraordinary proposition is 
made te remove all the guards from the treasury, and to give 
up that, and all legislative power to the president, in order to 
carry on a war. 

After some strong remarks from Mr. Bynum, the previous 
question was demanded and carried, and the question taken on 
Mr. Gholson’s motion to recede from the appropriation of three 
millions; yeas 89. nays 110. So the house refused to recede. 

Some time aflerwards— 

The bill from the senate to establish branches of the mint of 
the United States, was read a third time and passed, by yeas 
and nays as follows:—yeas 115, nays 61. 

A message to the following effect was received from the se- 
nate: 

The senate adhere to their disagreement to the amendment of 
the house to the bill making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
tions, appropriating three millions of dollars, &c. 

Mr. Cambreleng moved that the house adhere to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Mercer moved that the house recede from the amend. 
ment, which motion, he said, was first in order. 

Mr. Polk said the motion to adhere had priority to the other. 

The chair decided that the question must be first taken on 
the motion to recede. 


Mr. 4. H. Shepperd said, if the house adhered, there could 
be no further intercourse with the senate on the subject. If it 
was in order, he would move that the house insist, and ask a 
conference with the senate. 

Mr. Lytle objected entirely, he said, to any conciliatory pro 
position. The house had gone as far as prudence and patriot- 
ism would justify them in going to conciliate the senate. The 
only question was, where the responsibility of the loss of the 
bill should lodge. Let it be with that body which is determin- 
ed to act not only against the spirit of the executive recommen- 
dation, but against this house as the representatives of the peo- 
ple. This body which was intimately connected with the peo 
ple, and might be supposed to represent their sentiments, had 
unanimously agreed to a declaration which would honor and 
distinguish this house in all time. We have, said Mr. L. gone 
farther, and put the seal on our professions by making an ap- 
propriation of three millions. Let the other body now take the 
responsibility of defeating it; that body which was already 
groaning under the weight of a responsibility which it cannot 
much longer sustain. 

[Order! order! was vociferated from every part of the house. ] 


Mr. Lutle. What are the exceptionable words? 

Mr. Mercer. I will repeat them. The gentleman says, the 
senate of the United States is groaning under the weight, &c. 

Mr. Lytle. [said no such thing. I said the other body. 

Mr. Mercer appealed to the chair to decide whether the words 
Were in order. 

The chair decided that the gentleman was not in order in al- 
luding to the proceedings of the ‘‘other body.” 

_Mr. Lytle. Ihave heard the allusion made here a thousand 
umes, without interruption from the chair or the house. 

The chair. The gentleman can make use of no language 
which is likely to lead to an interruption of harmony between 
the two houses. 

Mr. Lytle proceeded. He had not, he said, departed from the 
courtesy due to the other body. All he had to say was, that 
he wished the responsibility to abide in the proper place. The 
house had sustained the sense and spirit of the message of the 








president, the wisdom and policy of which had been verified by 
events. But, sir, another body has placed itself in opposition 
to the views of the executive, and is now heaping upon itselfa 
responsibility which | unequivocally declare it cannot sustain. 

[Cries of order! order!] 

This house will have its full share of the glory attending the 
successful termination of the controversy with France, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will have a full sharein it. The 
people of the country will sanction the action of this bouse, 
and award to it the glory of the action. IL say, then, said Mr, 
Lytle, I will not depart, as a member of this body, from the ele- 
vated stand we have taken. I hold the appropriation to be the 
consummation of the proceedings of the last three days. It 
will send out to the world an irresistible evidence of a national 
feeling on the subject, on the part of this house. It will leave 
no room for cavil or doubt; and, sir, the country will sustain 
us, While it puts the seal of its condemnation on those who re- 
sistus. If, then, the house retreats now, it will deserve to be 
considered as the most pusillanimous body in the world. 

Mr. Hubbard said, if the house adhered, the bill would be 
lost. He moved that the house appoint a committee of coufer- 
ence, 

Mr. Lewis said it was not the amount of the appropriation, 
but the principle, which was objected to by the senate. A 
committee of conference might, therefore, adjust the disagree- 
ment. The manner of the appropriation was too loose. It was 
not specific. It put every thing into the bands of the execu- 
tive, He asked, what would be the effect of the previons ques- 
tions 

The chair replied, only to preclude debate? 

The motion to ask a conference was agreed to; and Messrs, 
Cambreleng and Lewis were appointed the committee of con- 
ference, on the part of the house. 

Mr. Hardin asked if the house was not virtually dissolved, by 
the expiration of the term for which this congress was elected, 

The chair said it Was nota question of order, and the chair 
could not decide it. 

The Cumberland road bill was taken up and read a third time. 

Mr. McKay moved that a message be sent to the other house, 
informing them that this house, having completed its business, 
is ready to adjourn. 

The chair said the motion was not in order, the question be- 
ing on the passage of the bill. 

The clerk proceeded to take the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill to continue and repair the Cumberland road, and 

Mr. Gilmer, when his name was called, rose and said, he 
considered that he had no right to vote; the term for which he 
was elected having expired at 12 o’clock this night, and he, 
therefore, declined voting. 

The question was decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Chilton Allan, Wm. Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Barber, Barnitz, Beardsley, Beaty, Boon, 
Briggs, Bull, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 8. Clark, Wm, 
Clark, Corwin, Coulter, Cramer, Crane, Darlington, Day, 
Evans, E. Everett, H. Everett, Ewing, Wm. K. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, Garland, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hannegan, Hard, James 
Harper, Harrison, Henderson, Heister, Howell, Huntington, W. 
Jackson, William C. Johnson, R. M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, 

senj. Jones, Kilgore, King, Kinnard, Lane, Letcher, Lincoln, 
Love, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Marshall, May, McCarty, McKen- 
nan, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, R. Mitchell, 
Muhlenberg, Parker, Patterson, D. J. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, 
Reed, Reynolds, Slade, Spangler, Stewart, Sutherland, Francis 
Thomas, Philemon Thomas, Thomson, Turrill, Tweedy, Vanee, 
Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Vinton, Ward, Watmough, Webster, 
Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilson, Young—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, Heman Allen, Archer, Barrin- 
ger, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Blair, Cambreleng, Chambers, 
Chinn, Clay, Davenport, Deberry, Dickson, Dickerson, Danlap, 
Felder, Fillmore, Forrester, Philo C. Fuller, Fulton, Gamble, 
Gholson, Gillet, Gordon, Graham, Griffin, Halsey, Hardin, Jos, 
M. Harper, Hawkins, Hawes, Hazeltine, Hubbard, Inge, Jarvis, 
N. Johnson, S. Jones, Kavanagh, Luke Lea, Thomas Lee, Man- 
ning, Mardis, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, McIntire, McKay, 
McKinley, McVean, Moore, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Payton, 
Pickens, F. Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, Polk, Ramsay, Rencher, 
Robertson, Schley, Aug. H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Speight, 
Standifer, William Taylor, W. P. Taylor, White, Wilde, Wil- 
liams, Wise—81. 

[So the Cumberland road bill was passed.] 

Mr. Mann rose and said, it was past 12 o’clock, and the fune- 
tions of this house had ceased. 

Several members addressed the chair. 

Mr. Jarvis made a pointof order. He asked whether the 
functions of the house bad not ceased, according to the consti- 
tution and usage. 

The chair said, the question could only be decided by moving 
an screenees The house must decide the question for it- 
self. 

Mr. Jarvis. Is it not a question of order whether the house 
is in existence or not? 

The chair said, the gentlemen was not in order. 

Mr. Jarvis offered a resolution declaring that the functions of 
the honse had ceased. 

Mr. Clay said, the bill to extend the judiciary system was the 
business next in order. 

Mr. Polk. Usubmit whether this house can transact business 
after 12 0’clock. The gentleman from Maine has sent to the 
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chair a resolution declaring that the functions of the house have 
ceased, and | ask for its consideration. 

The chair. If the house is in existence it must proceed by 
parliamentary rules, and the gentleman knows the rules of the 
house inust be suspended in order to offer the resolution. 

Mr. Jones, of Georgia, moved an adjournment. 

Twenty members addressed the chair at the same time; the 
chair in vain attempting to preserve order. 

Mr. Wardwell said, the house could not adjourn until they 
advised the senate and the president that it was ready to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. J. Q. Adams said, it was not the fact that the functions 
of this house ceased at 12 o’clock, according to the constitu- 
tion. The constitution said not a word on the subject. 

The confusion in the house increasing, 

The chair called upon members to assist him in preserving 
order and decorum. 

Mr. Evans concurred with the opinion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and added, that it would be disrespectful to the 
ee and the president to adjourn, without the usual notice to 
them. 

Mr. Jones, of Georgia, withdrew the motion to adjourn. Se- 
veral motions for sending the usual notice to the senate were 
made and withdrawn. 

Mr. J. Q. dams said, if the assertion that the house was 
not in existence was true, a motion could not be made. 

Mr. J. Y. Mason said, as the house was about to seperate, he 
hoped they would render an act of simple justice to one of its 
members by passing the resolution to pay the hon. Robert P. 
Letcher his compensation for the last session. He moved a sus- 
pension of the rule in order to take up the.resolution. ‘The mo- 
tion was agreed to, and the resolution proposing to direct pay- 
orm to Mr. Letcher for attendance at the last session, was 
read. 

Mr. Vanderpoel moved to strike out the preamble; which 
Was agreed to. 

The question being on the motion of Mr. R. M. Johnson, to 
amend the resolution by embracing the name of Thomas P. 
Moore. 

Mr. Wilde moved the previous question; which was second- 
ed—69 to 65. 

The main question was ordered, (on agreeing to pay Mr. 
Letcher), aud was taken by yeas and nays, when there appear- 
ed yeas 113, nays 3, (several members refusing to vote, though 
present, on the ground that it was past 12 o’clock). No quo. 
rum voting the resolution was lost. 

Mr. Jarvis now moved an adjournment, on which question 
Mr. Wilde asked the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The clerk proceeded to call the names, and Mr. Beardsley 
and others not answering, 

Mr. Garland rose to a point of order. He asked whether gen- 
tlemen were rot obliged to vole One way or another, being pre- 
sent. 


Mr. Beardsley said, he would state, for himself, that, making 
ali reasonable allowance for variation in time, it was now con 
siderably after one o’clock. ‘The constitutional term of the ex- 
istence of this congress having expired, he could not vote. 

Mr. Pierce said, the gentlemen who thought they had no 
right to vote had better withdraw. They had no right to be in 
the hall, if they had no right to vote. 

The yeas and nays having been taken, there appeared yeas 
15, nays 102. 

So, the house refused to adjourn. 

The chair presented the following communications: 

A report from the director of the mint. 

A report from the secretary of the treasury, transmitting the 
annual statement of the commerce and navigation of the Unit- 
ed States. 

A report from the secretary of war, transmitting a statement 
of the sums expended during the last year, in the manufacture 
of arms; and 

A report from the secretary of war, relative to transfer and 
disbursement of Indian annuities. 

The chair, presented a communication from the postmaster 
general [Mr. Barry] which, he said, he had not had time to 
read, and the contents of which he was therefore not able to 
state to the house, 

Mr. Connor moved that it be laid on the table and printed. 

' Mr. Evans said, he had run his eye over the paper, and dis- 
covered that it was in the nature of an appeal to the public 
against the report of a committee of this house. The first sen- 
tence of the paper styled the report of that committee “an as- 
persion.’’ The paper asked nothing of this house, and, on its 
face, professed to be an appeal to the public; and he [Mr. Evans} 
thought this house was not the proper channel of communica- 
tion between the postmaster general and the public. 

Mr. Connor said he had not read the document, but he had 
understood from one of his colleagues on the eommittee, [the 
gentleman from New York] that it was respectful in its tone 
and tenor. As it regarded himself, as a member of the commit- 
tee, animadverted upon by the postmaster general, he would 
say, that he was perfectly willing to afford him an opportunity 
to correct any error into which the committee in their report 
might have fallen. 

Here a message was received from the senate, communicat- 
ing a resolution of that body, respectfully reminding the house 
that the report of the committee of conference on the fortifica- 
tion bill yet awaited their action. 
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Mr. Cambreleng said, that the committee of conference of the 
two houses had met, and had concurred in an amendment whic), 
was very unsatisfactory to him. It proposed an unconditiong| 
appropriation of 300,000 dollars for arming the fortifications, anq 
500,000 dollats for repairs of and equipping our vessels of war— 
an amount totally inadequate, is it should be required, and more 
than was necessary if it should not be. When he came into the 
house from the conference, they were calling the ayes and noes 
on the resolution to pay the compensation due the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Letcher); he voted on that resolution, but 
there was no quorum voting. Ona subsequent proposition to 
adjourn, the ayes and noes were called, and again there was no 
quorum voting. Under such circumstances, and at two o’clock 
in the morning, be did not feel authorised to present to the 
house an appropriation of eight hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. Lewis, (then, another member of the committee) propos- 
ed to offer the report—but an objection was made that a quorum 
was not present. 


Mr. Smith moved that a message be sent to the senate, in- 
forming that body that the house, having completed its business, 
was ready to adjourn. 

Mr. Wilde asked the gentleman from Maine to withdraw the 
motion. He was certain, he said, that there was a quorum pre- 
sent, and he wished once more to give the house an opportuni- 
ty to pass the resolution for paying Mr. Letcher. To refuse or 
neglect this would be the most flagrant injustice to that indivi- 
dual. 

Great impatience was here manifested by the house. ] 

r. Mercer remarked that he had been here as a member 
eighteen years, and he was ready to assure the house that the 
doctrine reported to-night, that the functions of the house evas- 
ed at 12 o’clock, had no foundation in usage any more than in 
the constitution. It was usual for the house to act one, two, 
and even four hours after twelve o’clock. He adjured the house 
to preserve the usual forms, from motives of respect to the other 
branch of the legislature, to the executive, and to the speaker, 
whose ability and impartiality had this day received the unaai- 
mous and well. merited approbation of the house, 

Mr. Hardin took an opposite view of the case. 


Mr. Parker asked—did the gentlemen who formed the com- 
mittee on conference, on the part of the house, mean to report 
or not. 

The resolution to pay Mr. Letcher was here taken up. 

Mr. Mann calied for the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. Barringer said, as the gentleman had refused to vote, le 
had no right to make a motion. S 

Mr. Mann said, he had as much right to make a motion as 
any gentleman on the floor. The yeas and nays were ordered, 
and the question being taken, there appeared yeas 72, nays J. 
No quorum. 

Mr. Briggs moved that the house do now adjourn; but gave 
way to 

Mr. Smith, who renewed his motion to send to the senate 4 
message, informing that body that the house having completed 
its business, was ready to adjourn. 


Mr. Parker. How can we pretend to say that we have com- 
pleted the business before us? and how can we adjourn without 
passing the fortification bill? This house bad passed the bill. 
The senate made a large addition to it. The house had added 
another appropriation. The senate disagreed to it: a commit 
tee of conference was appointed, and that committee had re- 
fused to report to this house. Shall we go away, said he, and 
leave this bill, at a time when there is an apprehension of war: 

Mr. Phillips. What is the situation of the business of the 
committee of conference? 

The chair stat-d, in reply, that, as he understood, the report 
had been made. 

Mr. Cambreleng. There has not been a quorum for an hour 
or two. 


Mr. Reed said the committee of conference had agreed to 4 
report, and, as a quorum was undoubtedly present, it ought to 
be acted upon. He was opposed to the adjournment, becwuse 
the house had not yet done its duty. [Order, order]. Mr. Reed 
said: the proposed amendment declared what is not the fact. 
There is a quorum present. 

Mr. Lewis moved a call of the house. 

Mr. Cambreleng. | protest agaiust the right to call the house. 
What member will answer to his name? [*I will’? 1 will,” 
exclaimed many members]. I amas much in favor (said Mr. 
C.) of the fortification bill as is the gentleman from New Jersey; 
but [ say that the responsibility of its failure rests upon the se- 
nate, and notupon us. The bill was defeated by the senate. 
(**No,”? “‘no”»—*not so,”? was exclaimed by many voices. } 


Mr. Barringer. The bill was defeated by a0 intrigue here 
(in this house). If gentlemen desired names, Mr. B. eaid he 
would give them. But, if this was declined, he would say, tha! 
there were members, who now sat in their seats, and wou! 
not answer to their names, who did so in consummation of tie 
intrigue. Mr. B. called for tellers on the motion. 

The members were requested to pass through tellers, an¢ 
there appeared yeas 56, nays 26—no quurum. 

Mr. J. ¥. Mason informed the house that the senate had ad- 
journed. 

The fact announced was questioned, but it being confirmed; 
the house agreed, on motion of Mr. Barringer, to adjourn. 

The speaker then rose and addressed the house. 

The house then adjourned at half past 3 o’clock. 
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POINDEXTER. 
From the Globe of February 23d. 

In our congressional proceedings will be found an ac- 
count of a most singular movement made by Poindexter. 
We give below the letters between himself and the hon. 
Dutee J. Pearce, together with the affidavits referred to 
in the correspondence; and that the subject may be pre- 
cisely understood by the public, we add a narrative of 
some circumstances connected with it. 

A day or two after the attempted assassination of the 
president, the honorable Joel K. Mann mentioned to 
some members of congress, that a gentleman who board- 
ed in the same house, iu.formed him, that Mr. Poindex- 
ter had interviews from Lawrence, but a few days before 
the attempt on the president’s life. This information 
produced considerable sensation. A captain of high 
standing in the navy had previously stated in this city 
that Poindexter, on his voyage from New Orleans, had 
threatened to demand satisfaction for the remark made 
about him by the president, as reported in an anonymous 
letter to the Baltimore Patriot, saying if the president 
refused, that he would shoot him wherever he saw him. 

This threat of Poindexter, was vouched upon such au- 
thority as to give considerable uneasiness to several of 
the president’s friends, and among others to the rev. 
Mr. Ilatch, chaplain to the senate, who called upon the 
president to put him on his guard against Poindexter. 
Mr. Ward, another gentleman of the navy, who had pro- 
bably heard of these threats, was at Mr. Stewart’s, (a 
respectable mechanic of this city, whose business brought 
him into an acquaintance with Lawrence), and Mr. Stew- 
wart mentioned to him the circumstance of seeing Law- 
rence in conversation with Poindexter, on the Tuesday 
preceding the event which happened on Friday. Mr. 
Ward mentioned it to the hon. Joel K. Mann, and from 
the interest taken in it by several to whom he mentioned 
it, Mr. Ward was induced to call on Mr. Stewart to be 
sure that he had not misunderstood him. Mr. Stewart 
assured him that what he had told him was true, and al- 
though he expressed some apprehension that the publi- 
city of his having made the statement might effect his 
business injuriously, yet declared his willingness to make 
oath to it. He was advised to do so by several of his 
friends. We have been informed that Duff Green and 
senator Ewing, both called upon him, and endeavored to 
induce him not to promulgate the fact. He, however, 
felt it due to those who had repeated the circumstances, 
on his authority, to give the statement a definite and au- 
thentic shape, and he voluntarily made and sent the affi- 
davit given below to the president. 

Mr. Foy had, also, immediately after the event at the 
capitol, mentioned to some of his acquaintances, that he 
had seen Lawrence go repeatedly to Poindexter’s resi- 
dence; and, we understand, sae Bo the advice of Mr. 
Coltman, (a member of the city council), gave the fact 
the form of an affidavit, and had it delivered to the pre- 
sident as the person most interested in the evidence. 

These circumstances, which were known to many per- 
sons in this city, (for many called on the president to see 
the depositions, and they were shown to all who desired 
to see them), found their way into the news given by the 
letter-writers in this city to the journals in the neighbor- 
ing cities. Mr. Sonthworth, a correspondent for a New 
York print, had heard the rumors repeated by Mr. 
Pearce, of Rhode Island, and he communicated them in 
a letter. This led to the correspondence which is given 
below, and explains itself—and upon which Mr. Poin- 
dexter has founded his application for a committee to 
make a report upon the subjeet. 

With regard to this procedure, we have only to say 
that it is certainly unusual, if not absolutely without pre- 
cedent. ‘The implication, which it seems Mr. Poindex- 
ter fears may affect him personally, has not the slightest 
reference to him officially. If the facets given, tend in 
the slightest degree to bring suspicion upon him, as hav- 
ing stimulated the assault on the president, as Mr. Clay 
supposes, it isa matter touching Mr. Poindexter’s indi- 
vidual conduct, for which he is answerable before the ju- 
dicial tribunals, and not his official conduct, for which he 
is responsible to the senate. Mr. Poindexter must have 
known that it would necessarily be fully investigated be- 
fore the court which sits in this city next month, when 
every fact that can shed light upon the act of Lawrence 
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will, of course, be adduced. It is evident, then, that 
Mr. Poindexter was resolved to bring the esprit de corps 
of the majority, with which he has co-operated in the se- 
nate, to bear upon his case, and by getting, if possible, a 
favorable report from that high court, to forestall and 
frown down the aetion of another and a less imposing 
tribunal. 

What lends countenance to this supposition is, that 
some hours before the motion fora committee was made, 
ballots for the members to compose it, were distributed 
among that portion of the senate with whom Mr. Poin- 
dexter has been politically associated; that he himself 
went from seat to seat, and held conversations, ¢efe a tete, 
with them; and that the first ballot resulted in a commit- 
tee, a majority of which are the personal and political 
friends of Mr. Poindexter. This result, which at first 
blush, looks so decidedly favorable to the production of 
a report conforming to Mr. Poindexter’s wishes certain- 
ly does not harmonise well with that rule of parliamen- 
tary proceeding which requires a majority of a commit- 
tee of investigation, to be composed of persons predis- 
posed to press the inquiry with the utmost scrutiny. We 
are bound to believe, however, that the committee raised 
on this anomalous affair, will probe the subject to the 
bottom, if they shall feel it their duty to enter on the in- 
quiry; and that, although selected against rule, they will 
show themselves superior to the influence which, it was 
supposed, would govern their conduct. 

(Copy. ] 
Senate chamber, Feb. 20th, 1835. 

Srr: The writer* of the letter published in the New 
York papers, implicating me in the attempt of Lawrence 
to assassinate the president, has given me your name as 
his authority for the statement contained in the letter re- 
ferred to. Iam, therefore, to inquire of you by what 
authority you authorised that statement? 

Your immediate reply is expected, which will be eon- 
veyed to me by my friend judge Black. Iam sir, your 
obedient servant, GEO. POINDEXTER. 

Hon. Dutee J. Pearce. = 


Washington, Feb. 20th, 1835. 
Honorable George Poindexter: 

Sir: Your note of to-day has been put into my hand 
by judge Black, who has given me the name of the gen- 
theman who wrote the ietter published in one of the New 
York newspapers, to which you have called my attention. 
The writer of that letter has taken the usual humor of 
the Washington letter writers, and has published more 
than he was authorised to publish by me. Some few 
days ago, he was in my room, and I stated to him what 
was, as I then thought, very generally known, that affi- 
davits had been taken, which, in the opinion of many, 
would implicate you in the late assault of Lawrence upon 
the president of the United States, to wit: That but a 
few days preceding that assault, it would be shown by 
the testimony of respectable witnesses, that Lawrence 
was seen going into and coming out of your house seve- 
ral times; that you were also seea walking with him in 
the street. 

I was authorised to make this statement by two gentle- 
men who were fellow boarders; the hon. Joe] K Mann, 
and passed midshipman Ward, the first named gentle- 
man had seen the affidavits of the two witnesses, proving 
in substance what I have stated. I had not then seen the 
affidavits, but have since read them, and found that what 
I have noted, as nearly as I can now recollect their con- 
tents, were proved by them. The affiants are said to be 
highly respectable men—I am not acquainted with them 
—the affidavits were taken before one Coltman, a mem- 
ber of the city council. The name of one of the gentle- 
men is Stewart, and the other Foy. I am your very obt. 
servt. DUTEE J. PEARCE. 

The above is the original draft of the letter sent to go- 
vernor Poindexter. The letter sent may vary in two or 
three words, but not so as to change the sense in any way. 
Judge Black has promised me an exact eopy of my letter 
to-morrow, also of my note to him of the 21st, in which 
I corrected two words in my letter to governor Poindex- 


*5. S. Southworth. 











Te < 


i. 





oe ee Te 


ole Mite ee RE 





CLL LLL LEN Ne il ET i cas TO ie 


a oar 




















— ee ee ee 


a 


ss — ~ 


34 


NILES’ REGISTER—MARCH 14, 1885—GOVERNOR POINDEXTER. 








ter; one in stating that Mr. Coltman was the magistrate 
before whom the affidavits were taken, and the other in 
saying that governor Poindexter was seen in the street 
with Lawrence, instead, as I ought to have stated, in the 
entry or alley of his own house, as sworn to by one of the 
men whose affidavits have been taken. 
DUTEE J. PEARCE, 
[Copy.] : 
Washington, Feb. 21st, 1835. 
Srr: Your note of yesterday, in reply to mine of the 
same date, accounts for the manner in which the letter 
from Southworth to the news room originated: there re- 
mains yet one point on which your. information must be 
pet and to which you have not adverted. In whose 
nds did you see the affidavits of which you speak? 
Your reply to this question will, for the present, end 
our correspondence on this subject. Iam, sir, your most 
obt. servt. GEO. POINDEXTER. 
Hon. Dutee J. Pearce. 


(Copy. } 
Washington, February 21st, 1855. 
Hon. George Poindexter: 

Sir: In reply to your note which I received this morn- 
ing, L am at liberty to state in answer to the interrogatory 
which; you have propounded, ‘tin whose hands did you 
see the affidavits of which you speak,” that the affidavits 
were by me read at the house of the president of the U. 
States; they were handed to me in his presence by a 
friend of his, by me returned to the president, and were 
put into his hands by the affiants themselves, as I have 

een informed by him. And [am further authorised to 
say, that other testimony of the kind is expected. Your 
very ob’t serv’t, DUTEE J. PEARCE. 
District of Columbia, Washington county, to wit: 

On this 13th day of February, 1835, personally appear- 
ed David Stewart, before me the subscriber a justice of 
the peace, in and for the county aforesaid, and made oath 
on the Holy Evangely of Almighty God, deposeth and 
saith, that hous the last of December, 1834, or the first 
of January last, he, this deponent, see Richard Lawrence 
go into senator Poindexter’s dwelling house, on Four 
and a half street, and the Tuesday before the attempt to 
assassinate the president of the United States, he, this de- 

onent, see senator Poindexter and Lawrence in senator 
oindexter’s passage in conversation. 
DAVID STEWART. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day and year 
before written. ROB’T CLARKE, 

justice of the peace. 


District of Columbia, Washington county, to wit: 

On this 14th day of February, 1835, personally appear- 
ed Mordecai Foy, before me the subscriber, a justice of 
the peace, in and for the county aforesaid, and makes 
oath on the Holy Evangely of Almighty God, deposeth 
and saith, that his shop is opposite to the dwelling house 
of senator Poindexter’s on Four and a half street, and he, 
this deponent, hath seen Richard Lawrence go into se- 
nator Poindexter’s house, and return out again at differ- 
ent times; and particularly on the Tuesday previously to 
Lawrence’s attempt to assassinate the president of the U. 
States, he, this deponent, see the said Richard Lawrence 
go into senator Poindexter’s house and return. 

MORDECAT FOY, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me the day and year 

before written. ROBERT CLARKE, J. peace. 


_— 


Now, here we have the ‘honorable Joel K. Mann,” a 
‘captain of high standing in the navy,” the ‘‘rev. Mr. 
Hatch, chaplain to the senate,” ‘“‘Mr. Ward, another 
gentleman of the navy,” ‘“‘Mr. Stewart, a respectable 
mechanic of this city,”? who was ‘‘sure that he told them 
what was true,”—and ** Duff Green and senator Ewing, 
who both called upon him, (Stewart), and endeavored 
to induce him not to promulgate the fact,” and *¢Mr. 
Foy, who acted under the advice of Mr. Coltman, a 
member of the city council” —That Mr. Poindexter had 
intrigued to make choice of a committee—that the frst 
ballot resulted in a choice of a majority of his personal 
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and political friends, kc. &e.—not one word of which 
appears to be true, judging by the result, as stated 
the **Gtobn”’ itself? Stewart has been *totally diseredit. 
ed by a host of witnesses,” and though **Mr. Foy’s eha- 
racter as an honest man is not impeached, but eircum. 
stances induce the committee to believe that he might 
have made a mistake!” 

The committee on this ease were—Mr. Smith, of Con- 
necticut, Mr. Mangum, of N. C. Mr. Wright, of N. Y, 
Mr. King, of Georgia, Mr. J'yler, of Virginia, 

Well—the committee make their report, and the 
** Globe” of the 28th says— 

“It will be seen from the report of the chairman of the 
committee on Mr. Poindexter’s ease, that no suspicion 
justly attaches to him from the affidavits of Stewart and 
Foy, in relation to Lawrence’s having been seen at his 
house. Stewart, we understand, was totally diseredited 
by a host of witnesses, and by his own contradictions, 
He brought several respectable witnesses to support his 
character, asa man to be believed on oath, but they seem 
to have known him but superficially. Foy’s character as 
an honest man, was not impeached; but circumstances 
induce the committee to belheve he might have made a 
mistake. ”? 

What has become of all the “‘ehimeras dire” of the 
23d? Are they not ‘laid in the Red Sea?” The report 
is concurred in by all—every senator voting for it! ft 
is proven, that one of the persons who swore against Mr. 
P. knew not the house in which he lived! That the 
‘thonorable Joel K. Mann,’ and the *thonorable Dutee 
J. Pearce,” and all the other honorable persons named, 
knew nothing at all about the case, so seriously impeach- 
ing the conduct of a senator! 


We also give the following decree of the juadge—and 
would ask, is he strictly correct? We do not recolleet 
that major Heard was ever even brought to trial for the 
attempted assassination of Mr. Arneld—and how was he 
disposed of? 

Washington city, February 25, 1835. 

Messrs. Gates & Seaton: As it has been stated in 
one of the newspapers of this place, that a writ of /ha- 
beas corpus had been refused by judge Cranch, upon 
an application made in the ease of the unfortunate Law- 
rence, and the manner of the statement, carrying with 
it an implication that the refusal arose from the fact of 
his insanity not being satisfactorily established, I think 
it but right, having been the counsel in the ease, to in- 
form the public correctly upon that subjeet, by asking 
you to publish a synopsis of the reasons given by the 
judge for the refusal. 

As the counsel of this unfortunate man, I regret much 
that any attempt should be made to prejudice the public 
mind in his case. He is charged with a grave offence, 
and with au act too, calculated to stain the purity of the 
American charater if he be guilty; and every feeling man 
must deprecate the discussion of the subjeet in the pub- 
lic papers. Our court is near at hand, and upon his trial 
his guilt or insanity will be clearly established, by a ver- 
dict of a jury of his countrymen. Until then every con- 
sideration ought to suspend the investigation. 


Yours, most respectfully, WM. L. BRENT. 


—— 


(Synopsis of judge Cranch’s opinion. ) 

The prayer of the petition ought not to be granted, for 
the following reasons: 

ist. Because the obligation to issue the writ of habeas 
corpus does not follow of course in the first instance, 
upon application merely, and the obligation to issue it 
ineffectually can only exist when the commitment is s0 
general, that the court cannot know the real occasion, 
from the terms in which it is worded; for it is not to be 
awarded if the court is satisfied that the prisoner would 
be remanded to prison. 

2ndly. Because the only fact stated as the ground of 
discharge is the insanity of the prisoner, and for that 
eause, (the judge says), | am requested to discharge 
him and ‘*‘to do what belongs to humanity and to the 
prisoner, and fo secure the public peace and safety by 
proper restraint.” If the prisoner be a dangerous ma- 
niac, a8 is alledged, the only manner in which the public 
safety could be secured, would be to remand him to the 
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rison, where he now is. His imprisonment would then 

e interminable; he would have no day in court, no means 
to compel a trial, no right to apply for a discharge for 
want of trial, and no right to bail, &e. 

Unfortunately the claims of humanity have not as yet, 
upon this subject, attracted the attention of congress, al- 
though they have before them the example of the British 
parliament, in the enactment of 39, 40, Geo. 3, C. 94, 
which was introduced in consequence of the case of Had- 
field, (who shot at the king in the theatre.) It is evident, 
from the provisions of this act of parliament, that, by the 
common law, a judge could not do what is asked by the 
petition, viz: ‘te do what belongs to humanity,” by con- 
fining him in any other place than the common jail. If, 
therefore, Lawrence should be brought up by habeas 
corpus, and should be remanded at all, it must be to the 
same custody in which he now is. The suggestion, there- 
fore, that, by committing Lawrence as an Insane person, 
his condition can be meliorated, is not supported by law, 
and furnishes no ground for issuing the writ. 

To grant the writ upon the ground of insanity, would 
be tor the judge to try the cause. The commitment be- 
ing regular, and bearing upon its face sufficient cause, 
the plea of insanity, being a matter of defence, must, after 
commitment, be left for the jury. The judge cannot try 
the cause upon habeas corpus. If the witnesses offered 
by the friends of the prisoner to prove his insanity, were 
examined, notice ought to be given to the attorney of the 
United States, whieh would lead to a trial of the whole 
cause without a jury. No such case has been found. 

Being perfectly satisfied that the prisonor could not be 
discharged upon the ground of insanity, if it were es- 
tablished, and that, if brought ap by Aadeas corpus, le 
must be remanded, it would be useless to issue the writ, 
and it is refused. WM. CRANCH. 

Washington, February 14, 1835. 





THE HONORABLE GEORGE POINDEXTER, 
In the senate— March 2, 1835. 

In the evening session of this day the following pro- 
ceeding took place, in which the senate have indignantly 
set the seal of reprobation on the atrocious plot against 
the character of Mr. J’oindexter, the senator from Mis- 
sissippi: 

Mr. Smith made the following report: 

The select committee to whom was referred the com- 
munication of the hon. George Poindexter, respectfully 
reports: 

“hat with an anxious desire to ascertain the truth con- 
cerning the grave matters submitted to them, they pro- 
ceeded to take such testimony as they considered calcu- 
lated to elucidate the faets; and, having carefully examin- 
ed the same, submit the following report as the result 
of their investigation; and it gives them great pleasure 
to say, that in every fact and conclusion hereinafter set 
forth the committee was unanimous. 

At the first meeting of the committee, Mr. Tyler and 
Mr. Wright, were appointed a sub-committee to wait 
upon the president, and respectfully request him to fur- 
nish the affidavits of Mordecai Foy and David Stewart, 
together with any information in his possession relative 
to the subject matter of inquiry. 

These gentlemen made a written report to the com- 
mittee of their interview with the president. (See doc. 
— They also obtained the original affidavits of Foy 
and Stewart, copies of which, marked B and C, are hereto 
annexed, 

The committee readily unite in the declaration, that 
the testimony taken before them, as far as it is applicable, 
fully sustained the president in the statement which he 
made to the sub-committee; nor does it in any way ap- 
pear, from any evidence before the committee, that the 

resident has had any connexion in this affair, directly or 
indirectly, other than, that which he himself has avowed. 
The committee will go even farther, and say that, consi- 
dering the situation of hazard and danger in which he 
had been placed, by the attempt of Lawrenee upon his 
life, it was but natural that the president should desire 
to have the whole matter explored. But the committee, 
while they use this declaration, as due to impartial jus- 
tice, will not withhold the expression of their deep 
repugnance at the course of those who have gathered 


oo 








te 


their own selfish views), to give to his feelings and his 
judgment a false direction. 

‘The committee are fally satisfied that the design and 
tendency of the publication of the said affidavits, was to 
fix upon the hon, George Poindexter ‘‘the most infa- 
mous of all crimes, that of having been accessary before 
the fact, to an attempt to take the life of the chief ma- 
gistrate by the hand of an assassin.”? After a thorough 
investigation of the whole case, the committee find that 
ihe charge rests solely upon the evidence of said Mor- 
decai Foy and David Stewart. 

Foy, in his affidavit, states that he has seen Richard 
Lawrence go into gov. Poindexter’s dwelling house and 
return at different times; particularly on the Tuesday 
previous to his attempt to assassinate the president. 
Stewart states in his affidavit, that about the last of 
December, 1854, or the Ist of January, 1835, he saw 
Richard Lawrence go into the dwelling house of senator 
Poindexter, on Four and a half street; and that on Tues- 
day, before the attempt to assassinate the president of 
the United States, he saw the said Poindexter and said 
Lawrence in the passage of said house in conversation. 
The committee are of opinion that the statements con- 
tained in the aforegoing affidavits are the only material 
ones going, in any respect, to implicate gov. Poindexter 
in the criminal conduct of said Lawrence. 

It is a principle of law commending itself to the mind 
of every one, that a fact from which an inference of guilt 
is to be made must first be established by competent tes- 
timony;and that the fact, when thus established, must 
be irreconcilable with the innocence of the accused. 


The committee proceeded to examine said Foy, who 
testified that the dwelling house of said Poindexter ad- 
joined the dwelling house of Mr. Frost. He further 
stated that he had never seen Mr. Poindexter in com- 
pany with Lawrence in his life; that he had seen Law- 
rence go into the house of said Frost three or four times; 
that the only time he ever saw said Lawrence enter the 
house of governor Poindexter was on the Tuesday pre- 
vious to lis attempt to assassinate the president, between 
8 and 9 of the clock A. M. that he did not see Law- 
rence in conversation with any one; that he was not in 
the house at that time more than two or three miputes 
before he came out; that he did not see governor Poin- 
dexter that morning; that, at the time he gave his affida- 
vit, he did not know in which of the two houses gov. 
Poindexter lived, and said so the at justice’s, nor does he 
now know that he had seen gov. Poindexter go into both 
of said houses. 


It will be seen from the testimony of Foy, (No. 1), 
taken before the committee, that he swore he never saw 
Lawrence go into gov. Poindexter’s house but once, and 
that was on the Tuesday previous to the assault; and in 
this he directly contradicts his first affidavit, in which he 
swears that he saw him go in several times. 


From the testimony of Benjamin P. Smith, (No. 3), it 
appears that on the 14th day of the present month he 
met with said Foy, and, after some conversation, Smith 
inquired what he knew about this matter. Foy said he 
at first refused to give his affidavit, but had written to the 
president and stated what he knew. The question was 
then asked of him, what he did know; to which he an- 
swered, that he had seen Lawrence ‘‘painting the door 
of governor Poindexter’s house.” Smith replied that 
he was mistaken; for that door had not been painted. 
Foy still insisted on his statement. Whereupon Smith 
and Foy went to the doors of the houses occupied by 
governor Poindexter and Mr. John E. Frost, and arriving 
there, Foy pointed out Mr. Frost’s house as the one in 
which governor Poindexter lived. Smith informed Foy 
that he was mistaken, for the other was the house occu- 
pied by gov. Poindexter; to which Foy replied, ‘Is it? 
then I am mistaken.” 


It is here worthy of notice, that all the information 
Foy pretended to have relative to the matter in question, 
when in conversation with Smith, was that he had seen 
Lawrence psinting the door of governor Poindexter’s 
house; yet even in this he evidently was, and then con- 
fessed himself to be, mistaken. 


The committee would further advert to the disere- 
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Frost, (No. 10), inasmuch as Foy testified that he had seen 
gov. Poindexter go into both houses; whereas Mr. Frost 
states that gov. Poindexter has never been into his house 
since he came into this city. 

Various other inaccuracies, and discrepancies and con- 
tradictions might be pointed out, but they are not deem- 
ed essential; and the whole of them will be accounted 
for satisfactorily, as the committee believe, after having 
examined the testimony of Wm. J. Carroll, (No. 11), 
John Sheahan, (No. 14), and Seth Hyatt, (No. 16), from 
the circumstances in which these three witnesses unite, 
to wit, that the said Foy has become of late years idle 
and intemperate, and when under the influence of liquor, 
which is almost continual, he is talkative and noisy, and 
in their opinion, unable to discriminate objects with ac- 
curacy. 

The committee next proceeded to examine D. Stewart. 
(See doc. No. 2.) He testified that between half past nine 
and half past ten o’clock on the morning of ‘luesday, 
_— last Tuesday of January, 1835, he was passing 
up the street on the opposite side of the way to gov. 
Poindexter’s house; that his carriage was standing before 
the door; that while passing on the opposite side of the 
street, he saw Lawrence in the entry of gov. Poindexter’s 
house, in company with gov. Poindexter, and that the 
governor appeared to be in the act of going out. 

Stewart further testified before the committee, that 
gen. Jackson desired him to state nothing more than the 
truth, and yet he explicitly declared to col. Brent, Mr. 
John A. Smith and Erasmus J. Middleton, on the 23d 
instant, that, if he had put into his afficavit all, aud some 
say only part of what the general desired him to put in, 
it would have filled a newspaper. 

The committee advert to this representation, aud cite 
it merely to show the contradiction. 

Stewart further testified before the committee, that he 
saw the carriage before the door of gov. Poindexter’s 
house, yet in his statement to the three witnesses last nam- 
ed he declared that the carriage was before Mr. Frost’s 
house. He further testified before the committee, that 
neither senator Ewing nor gen. Duff Green ever spoke 
to him on the subject of the Lawrence affair, and never 
used any influence or persuasion to induce him not to 
testify; in which declaration he is coufirmed by Mr. Ew- 
ing, who swears that he never held any conversation with 
him on that subject; and yet Charles L. Coltman swears 
that he, Stewart, told him that senator Ewing and general 
Green at different times, had endeavored to persuade him 
not to disclose these facts; and F. P. Blair, (No. 8), tes- 
tified that Coltman also communicated this information 
to him; and upon this authority, he, Blair, inserted it the 
Globe newspaper. 

Samuel R. Addison, the private secretary of governor 
Poindester, testifies that he usually calls at the governor’s 
house about 9 o’clock, A. M. this being the ordinary 
breakfast hour; that governor Poindexter comes from 
his sleeping room to the breakfast table, and that said 
secretary usually accompanies the governor to the capi- 
tol, where they commonly arrive about 10 o’clock. Wit- 
ness thinks that on the morning of the Tuesday previous 
to the attack made upon the president, he called as usual 
on governor Poindexter, aud at the same hour of 9, and 
eonmennee him to the capitol, that being one of the 
days of the week on which the committee on the public 
jands holds its meeting; that on this day an unusal 
amount of business was transacted by said committee, of 
whick governor Poindexter is chairman, and produced 
the journal of the committee, which, on inspection, prov- 
ed the fact, as regards the amount of business. ‘That on 
this morning of which he was speaking, he is confident 
they must have arrived at the capitol about 10 o’clock. 
Witness knew Lawrence by sight, but never saw him at 

any time at the house of governor Poindexter nor in 
company with him. (See doc. No. 18). 

By the testimony of senator McKean, (see No. 21), 
who is a member of the committee of which governor 
Poindexter is chairman, it will appear that governor 
Poindexter is remarkably punctual in his attendance at 
the committee room by 10 o’clock, the hour ef meeting; 
and that Tuesdays and Fridays are the days on which the 
committee meet. 

In the opinion of the committee, the testimony of these 
two witnesses, (Addison and McKean) renders it highly 











ee 
improbable, if not impossible, that Stewart could have 
seen Lawrence at the house of governor Poindexter x; 
the time, and under the circumstances detailed in his tes. 
timony. m 

Again: the testimony of B. P. Smith and S. R. Addi. 
son (see paper marked G), places the ease beyond al] 
controversy, showing that the story uttered by Stewart 
is utterly false. ‘They testity, that, by measurement, the 
street opposite to governor Poindexter’s house is one 
hundred and ten feet wide; that by way of experiment 
they placed the carriage in the position deseribed by 
Stewart; that they opened the front aud back doors, and 
found it impossible for any one walking up avd down 
the street, where Stewart declares himself to have been, 
to distinguish, so as to recognise a person, within the 
entry. 

The testimony of Samuel Drury (No. 28) will satisfy 
any one who will read it, that Lawrence could not have 
been at the house of governor Poindexter at the time 
stated by Stewart. Drury’s cabinet maker’s shop adjoins 
that of said Lawrence, being at the corner of Pennsylva- 
nia avenue and Q2ist street, and is distant about a mile 
and a half from the house of governor Poindexter; that 
the partition which divides their shops is an open board 
partition, through which he could discover Lawrence in 
his shop; that Lawrence usually arrived at his shop about 
nine o’ctock in the morning, and left it about eleven.— 
Witness recollects that on the Tuesday preceding the 
Friday on which he made the assault om the president, 
he came into his shop about nine of the elock in the 
morning, and left at about eleven; and that he particu- 
larly noticed and had a distinet recollection of Law- 
rence’s coming to and going from his shop on Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday and Friday; that on 
Friday morning, about nine o’clock, Lawrence came into 
his shop, sat down upon a chest reading, or looking ata 
small book, and was laughing. Soon after this witness 
heard the lid of the chest shut, and Lawrence exclaimed, 
1711 be damn’d if | don’t do it.” Immediately Lawrence 
left his shop and went towards the capitol. 

It will be perceived, that the testimony of Samuel R. 
Addison, B. P. Smith, senator McKean and Samuel 
Drury, is equally applicable to the testimony of Foy as 
to that of Stewart; and shows that neither of these wit- 
nesses could have seen Lawrence at the house of gover- 
nor Poindexter at the time sworn to by them. 

‘The committee inquired into the general character of 
David Stewart for truth and veracity, and found it to be 
very bad, and that he would not be believed on his oath, 
as will appear by the testimony of the following highly 
respectable inhabitants of Washington: Benj. P. Smith, 
(No. 3), Wm. Brent, (No. 4), Andrew Coyle, (No. 5), 
Alpheus Hyatt, (No. 6), Samuel Stettinius, (No. 7), John 
P. Ingle, (No. 9), Overton Carr, (No. 15), Seth Hyatt, 
(No. 16), Walter Clarke, (No. 17), Jacob Gideon, (No. 
19), and Edward Simms, (No. 22). 

Said David Stewart having been informed by the com- 
mittee that witnesses had been examined us to his gene- 
ral character for truth and veracity, and being also inform- 
ed that any witnesses he might name would be summoned 
to attend on his behalf, gave the names of the following 
highly respectable gentlemen, who were examined by the 
committee, to wit: 

Hon. J. M. Robinson, (No. 30), C. K. Gardner, (No. 
31), George Thomas, (No. 33), col. C. R. Broom, (No. 
32), hon. Edmund Deberry, (No. 34), hon. Martin Bea- 
ty, (No. 35), col. James Thompson, (No. 37,) aud: gen. 
John P. Van Ness, (No. 38). 

All of these witnesses testified that they were not suffi- 
ciently acquainted with the general character of David 
Stewart for truth and veracity to enable them to say any 
thing in relation thereto, except gen. Van Ness, who tes- 
tified that he thought Stewart would not tell a deliberate 
falsehood; and Mr. Deberry, who, although he stated he 
knew but little of his general character, yet what he had 
heard, induced him to believe it was bad. 

At this stage of the examination, governor Poindexter 
informed the committee that he considered it unnecessary 
to proceed further with the examination of witnesses to 
impeach the character of David Stewart, but that if here- 
afier, in the progress of examination of this case, it should 


| be deemed necessary by the committee further to take 


testimony concerning the character of David Stewart for 
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truth and veracity, he bad a number more of the respect- 
able inhabitants of Washington ready to testify on that 
oint. 

The committee, having thus presented the testimony 
somewhat in detail, take leave to present the following 
synopsis: 

The charge rests, as has already been stated, on the af- 
fidavits of Stewart and Foy. 

The first of these men gave it its earliest impetus; he 
doubtless was ready and willing enough to seize on the 
first plausible pretext for uniting in any*plan for the in- 
He had been charged by 
governor Poindexter with having been instrumental, a 
year or two ago, in forging or furnishing free papers for 

overnor Poindexter’s servant, who then absconded, and 
he held, or pretended to hold, a small unsatisfied bill for 
repairs done to governor Poindexter’s carriage, by direc- 
tions, as he alleges, of that same servant, who was the 
governor’s coachman. 

Of his agency in the above transaction, or governor 
Poindexter’s indebtednesss, the committee will say no- 
thing. ‘They deduce from those circumstances, how- 
ever, the fact of Stewart’s unfounded allegations touch- 
ing this matter. He sought, as was natural, some ally 
in this work of detraction, and he found him readily in 
Foy; who, although esteemed to be a correct man when 


» sober, was rendered but too fit an instrument, from his 


habits of inebriation, in the hands of the designing. 

The facts above stated would be enough to render 
Stewart a suspicious witness; but when to them is added 
the fact, that he is confronted by eleven of the most re- 
spectable men of the community in which he lives, who 
declare, under oath, that because of his general charac- 


| ter they would not believe him on oath—when, too, 


many others of his fellow citizens stood ready to testify 
in the same manner, as the committee had full reason to 
believe—when he is flatly contradicted by the fact, es- 
tablished by two witnesses acting under instructions from 
the committee to make the examination, that from the 
situation in which Stewart represented himself to be 
across the street from governor Poindexter’s house, and 
the circumstances described by him as existing at the 
time, it was impossible for him to have distinguished 
one man from another in the passage of governor Poin- 
dexter’s house—when alidis are proved by unquestioned 
testimony, both as to Lawrence and governor Poindex- 
ter, at the time stated by Stewart; the one living a mile 
and a half distant, and the other most probably at the 
moment engaged in the discharge of public duties, at his 
committee rvom in the capital—and when, too, if Stew- 
art is to be credited, his statement to colonel Brent and 
others would go to fix upon the president of the United 
States an attempt to induce him, Stewart, to swear to 
things of which he was ignorant, or that his statement, 
if given as the president desired it, would have filled a 
newspaper; thus implicating that high officer in a charge 
of subornation of perjury, which the committee, as 
Americans, repel with disdain—no two minds can differ 
in the conclusion, that this unfortunate man is guilty of 
an offence of the deepest dye against the public morals. 

As to Foy, he has obviously been made an instrument 
to gratify the malignity of others. Stewart first ap- 
hae s- him, and gets from him some vague declaration. 

r. Frost’s house happened to join that in which gov. 
Poindexter lived. Mr. Frost had had some painting 
done in his house daring the fall, and a small portion of 
the work remained to be finished in the winter. Law- 
renee was a painter. These were the facts which were 
to be worked up into a charge of conspiracy. Foy, at 
the moment that he is declaring that he has seen Law- 
rence go in into gov. Poindexter’ house, and has sworn 
to it, too, does not know the house in which gov. Poin- 
dexter lives. He points to Mr. Frost’s house as the one 
in which the governor lived. Unfortunate witness! he 
has no chance of escaping from this sad dilemma but by 
concurring with Stewart in stating, that, although mis- 
taken in the house, he has seen Lawrence for two or 
three minutes on one occasion in gov. Poindexter’s house; 
remembers the very day; the very hour; every minute 
circumstance connected with it. 

Let justice be done to this misguided man. Even in 
the presence of the justice he declared he did not know 
in which house gov. Poindexter lived, and averred he 





knew nothing calculated to implicate gov. Poindexter. 
All these disclaimers would notdo. Coltman, a mem- 
ber of the city council, a government contractor, and a 
jobber about the public grounds and streets, urges him 
four several times before he would consent to swear, 
and finally had to intimate that he, Foy, would stand a 
chance to get the blacksmith work about the treasury 
building, then soon to be erected, as was expected, before 
he vouches his statement on his corporal oath. 


The committee cannot too strongly express their aver- 
sion to, and abhorrence of, these proceedings. ‘They 
are happy to believe that this vile attempt to implicate 
in the most atrocious acta member of the senate, has 
excited on the part of the other inhabitants of this city 
the strongest feelings of indignation; and the committee 
feel that it is due to every public consideration that the 
plotters and contrivers of this nefarious charge against 
an innocent man should be held up to public odium and 
scorn. 


In conclusion, the committee offer to the senate the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That not a shade of suspicion rests upon 
the character of the hon. George Poindexter in refer- 
ence to the subject matter of inquiry submitted to the 
select committee. 


The report of the committee was UNANIMOUSLY ADOPT- 
ED by yeas and nays as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Pell, Bibb, Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Grun- 
dy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, Kent, King, of Ala. King, of Geo. 
Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Naudain, Porter, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, 
Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Web- 
ster, White, Wright—4l. 

NAYS—None. 


THE NAVY-PAY BILL. 

It will be good news to the navy, its officers and its friends, 
that the bill to regulate (increase) the pay of the officers of the 
navy is one of the fortunate bills which have passed both houses 
of congress, and become laws. The following is a copy of it, 
which we have taken pains to get, knowing how many persons 
are interested in it: 

An act to regulate the pay of the navy of the United States. 

Be it enacted, §c., That from and after the passage of this act, 
the annual pay of the officers of the navy of the United States 
shall be as follows: 

The senior captain, at all times whenin service, four thousand 
five hundred dollars. When on leave of absence, or waiting 
orders, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

All other captains, when in command of squadrons on foreign 
stations, four thousand dollars, When on other duty, three 
thousand five hundred dollars, When off duty, two thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

Commanders, or masters commandant, when attached to ves- 
sels for sea service, two thousand five hundred dollars. When 
attached to navy yards, or on other duty, two thousand one 
hundred dollars. When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
one thousand eight hundred dollars. 

Lieutenants, commanding, one thousand eight hundred dollars. 
On other duty, one thousand five hundred dollars. Waiting or- 
ders, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

Assistant surgeons, waiting orders, six hundred and fifty doi- 
lars. Atsea, nine hundred and fifily dollars. After passing, and 
found qualified for promotion to surgeon, eight hundred and fifty 
dollars. At sea, one thousand two hundred dollars. When 
stationed at navy yards, hospitals, rendezvous, and receiving 
ships, nine hundred and fifty dollars. After being passed and 
stationed as above, one thousand one hundred and fifty dollars. 

Surgeons, for the first five years after the date of his commis- 
sion, one thousand dollars. For the second five years, one thou- 
sand two hundred dollars. For the third five years, one thou- 
sand four hundred doliars. For the fourth five years, one 
thousand six hundred doNars. After he shall have been com. 
missioned as a surgeon twenty years and upwards, one thousand 
eight hundred dollars. All surgeons of the navy under orders 
for duty, at navy yards, receiving vessels, rendezvous, or naval 
hospitals, shall have an increase of one-fourth of the foregoing 
amount of their respective annual pay, from the date of their 
acceptance of such orders. 

All surgeons of the navy ordered to any of the ships or ves- 
sels of the United States, commissioned for sea service, shall 
have an increase of one-third of the foregoing amount of their 
respective annual pay, from the date of their acceptance of such 
orders. Al! surgeons of the navy, ordered as fleet surgeons, 
shall have an increase of one-half of their respective annual 
pay, from the date of the acceptance of such orders. 

Chaplains, when attached to veasels for sea service, or at 
navy yards, one thousand two hundred dollars. When on leave 
of absence, or waiting orders, eight hundred dollars. 

Professor of mathematics, when attached to vessels for sea 





service, or in @ yard, one thousand two hundred dollars. 
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Secretaries, to commanders of squadrons, when commanding 
in chief, one thousand dollars. To commanders of squadrons, 
when not commanding in chief, nine bundred dollars. 

Suiling-masters, of a ship of the line, for sea service, one 
thousand one hundred dollars. When on other duty, one thou 
sand dollars. When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
seven hundred aud fifty dollars. 

Second masters, when attached to vessels fur sea service, 
seven hundred and fifty dollars. When on other duty, five hun- 
dred dollars. When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
four hundred dollars. 

Passed midshipmen, on duty, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 
Waiting orders, six hundred dollars. 

Warranted master’s mates, when attached to vessels for sea 
service, Or at navy yards, four hundred and fifty dollars. When 
on leave of absence, or waiting orders, three hundred dollars. 

Midshipmen, when attached to vessels for sea service, four 
hundred dollars. When on other duty, three hundred dollars. 
When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, three hundred 
dollars. 

Clerks, of a yard, nine hundred dollars. [First clerk to a com- 
mandant of a navy yard, nine hundred dollars. Second clerk 
to a commandant of a navy yard, seven hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. To commanders of squadrons, captains of fleets, and 
commanders of vessels, five hundred dollars. 

Boatswains, gunners, sailmakers, carpenters, of a ship of the 
line, for sea service, seven hundred and filty dollars. Of a fri- 

ate, for sea service, six hundred dollars. When on other duiy, 

ve hundred dollars. When on leave of absence, or waiting 
orders, three hundred and sixty dollars. Officers temporarily 
performing duties belonging to those of a higher grade, shall re 
ceive the compensation allowed to such higher grade while actu- 
ally so employed. 

No officer shall be put on furlough but at his own request; and 
all officers so furioughed shall receive one-half only of the pay 
to Which they would have been entitled if on leave of absence. 

If any assistant surgeon shall have been absent from the Unit 
ed States, on duty, at the time others of his date were examin 
ed, he shall, if not rejected at a subsequent examination, be en 
titled to the same rank with them; and if, from any cause, his 
relative rank cannot be assigned to him, be will retain his ori- 
ginal position on the register. 

One ration per day, only, shall be allowed to all officers when 
attached to vessels for sea service. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no allowance shall 
hereafter be made by any officer in the naval service of the U. 
States, for drawing bilis, for receiving or disbursing money, or 
tranzacting any business of the government of the United States; 
nor shall he be allowed servants, or pay for servants, or clothing 
or rations for them, or pay for the same; nor shall any allowance 
be made to him for rent of quarters, or to pay rent for furniture, 
or for lights or fuel, or transporting baggage. It is hereby ex 
pressly declared thal the yearly allowance, provided in this act, 
is ail the pay, compensation, and allowance, that shall be re- 
ceived under any circumstances whatever, by any such officer 
or person, except for travelling expenses when under orders, for 
which ten cents per mile shall be allowed. 

The bill passed the senate on Monday night. 

It was not in shape entirely acceptable to the friends of the 
navy; and it was passed in its present form only from fear that 


amendments to it would cause it to be lost on its return to the 
other house. 


NAVAL DEBATE—WOMEN PASSENGERS. 

In the house of representatives, at Washington, one day last 
week, while the bill to regulate the pay of the officers of the 
navy was under consideration, 

Mr. Loyall, of Virginia, offered an amendment, providing that 
no Officer or other person employed in the navy, should take his 
wife, or any other female member of his family to sea, on board 
of a public ship. In support of the impropriety of so doing, he 
instanced the case of the ‘Enterprise,’ commanded by captain 
Tripp, and bound to New Orleans, which was fired into by a 
Spanish or British cruiser; in which case the only reason given 
why the fire was not returned, was that they had females on 
board. They were the wives of members of congress returning 
home. This case was enough, of itself, to show him the im 
propriety of permitting females on board our public ships. 

r. J. Q. Adams hoped the motion would not prevail. It 
was not only derogatory to the character of those who had com- 
mand of our vessels, but to the whole sex. It would be a dis- 
grace, should it prevail, to the sex itself. Females were not, at 
this time, admitted on board a vessel without the permission of 
the department. The regulations of the navy prevented this. 
He thought there were situations in which the presence of 
females on board a public ship was dangerous; but, he would 
ask, what danger was there in time of peace? In time of war, the 
officers would not think of taking their female relatives. But, 
suppose the health of a wife, or a sister, called for a voyage 
across the Atlantic, who would deny an officer the privilege of 
taking that wife or that daughter in his own ship? 

Mr. Wise said he wished his colleague to withdraw his amend 
ment, but at the same time he must say, there was nothing so 
gumbersome on board a vessel as ladies. He had the authority 
of an experienced captain of the navy for saying this. Ladies 
required much room; they required live stock; and owing to this, 
they made a ship unhealthy. They were alec the occasion of 
false musters. Fiddlere and dancing masters were, on their ac 
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eount, reported as able bodied seamen. ‘They might, in some 
eases, be eunuclis, for what he knew. Le wished such abuses 
to be prevented. 

Mr. Burd, of Pa. said, Mr. Speaker, the question is, whether, 
our navy officers are to take their wives to sea with them, | qo 
not Wish to deprive them of this privilege; but, Mr. Speaker, | 
think they ought to take Common lot with Our jack tars in tj, 
matter, of whom it is said, they find a wife in every port the 
goto. Mr. B. asserted the noble, chivalrous, and gallant cha. 
racter of navy officers; but, said he, I do not wish them to je 
encumbered with their wives and children, when atsea, [) 
time of peace they may get wives. This may be permitted, By; 
what business has a lady on board a ship? Let not our officer. 
be permitted to take their wives and families with them to sea 
to encuinber them. Mr. Speaker, I have done. ‘ 

The question was then taken on Mr. Loyall’s amendment 
and it was negatived, Ayes 60, noes 106, : 

THE CITIES OF THE DISTRICT. 
In the senate—February 25. 

The senate resumed the unfinished business of last evening 
being the bill for the benefit of the corporations of Washington, 
Georgetown, and Alexandria. 

(The bill as reported granted $70,000 a year, for five years, to 
the corporation of Washington; and $17,500 each to the corpo. 
rations of Alexandria and Georgetown, for the same period. } 

Mr. Benton then addressed the senate, expressing his willing. 
ness to grant the $70,000 for one year, but his unwillingness to 
bind congress for five sessions to come. He thought that the 
best course would be to make all the public lots a sinking fund, 
to be sold for the extinguishment of the city debt. 

Mr. Southard stated that it was the unanimous opinion of the 
committees of both houses, that congress should do something 
for the city, and this bill united a majority of the votes of eac} 
committee, 

Mr. Benton then moved to amend the bill so as to grant 
$70,000 for this year only to the corporation of Washington, and 
$17,500 each to the corporations of Alexandria and Georgetown, 
leaving it to congress to act hereafter, according to its own dis- 
cretion. 

Mr. Tyler stated that if the bill were to pass in its origina! 
form, the effect would be the removal of the incubus which now 
lies on the city, and presses it to the earth, the restoration of 
activity, and the advance of the value of landed property from 
ten to twenty per cent. But if the relief were only granted 
from year to year, it could produce no such beneficial result. 
There were citizens, who calculated that, when the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal shall reach the Cumberland mountain, the wealth 
to be podred into the city would enable it to extricate itself from 
all its embarrassments, and to repay the loan granted by the 
general government. In conclusion, he declared that he in- 
tended no figure of speech, when he said that if we did not pass 
this bill, the enty of Washington will be sold to the Dutch. 

M -" iirreiticans any rate, congress could not suffer the city to 
be sold. 

Mr. Southard said thatif the bill were passed in its original 
form, the results would be, as had been pointed out, the en- 
hancement of the value of the private property, and also of the 
publie lots, to which the senator from Missouri looked as a fund. 
if ever the Chesapeake and Ohio canal can become profitable 
to the city, it will have proved eo before the expiration of five 
years, and congress can then, if it be necessary to legislate on 
the subject at all, legislate with a full understanding of the 
subject. 

The question was then taken, and the amendment was agreet 
to. The bill was further amended, to correspond with the other 
portions of the bill. 

The question being on engrossment, 

Mr. Clay said he should vote for the bill in ite present form; 
but he hoped that the committee would next session report a bill 
to assume the whole debt and take a transfer of the stock. 

Mr. Preston said he also felt himself compelled by dire neces- 
sity to vote for the bill. He could not see the city of Washing- 
ton sold to the Dutch. 

Mr. Calhoun, while he expressed the deepest interest in the 
prosperity of the city, regretted that he did not feet himself con- 
stitutionally at liberty to vote for the bill. 

Mr. Buchanan declared that he now should vote for the bill 
under consideration, but he did not think he should vote for 
any further relief. 

Mr. Tyler replied that, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
would not vote any further aid hereafier, the city might just 4s 
well be sold next June, as at any other time. 

Mr. King, of Georgia, said he should also vote for the bill, 
but with great reluctance. 

Mr. Bibb would vote for the bili, because he held the public 
faith to be beyond al! price. 

Mr. King, of Alabama, entered his protest against the doc- 
trine that the public faith was pledged to the payment of the 
Dutch loan, or the interest. He would vote for the bill, as he 
would have done, if not amended. 

Mr. Leigh vindicated the construction he had been last nigh! 
induced to put on the bill, and repeated what he then said, ta! 
not one foot of the city could be sold, because no one would 
buy. The loss, if loss there was, would fall on the Dutch lend 
ers, and the disgrace on the city. 

Mr. Waggaman said he should vote for the bill, because lie 
thought there was a moral obligation on the government to pay 
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this debt; and he would be willing to vote for the payment of 
the entire debt. ' 

The question was then taken on the engrossment of the bill, 
and was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buchanan, Clay, Cuthbert, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Kane, Kent, King, of 
Alabama, King, of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Nau- 
dain, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Southard, Swilt, Tom- 
jinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun. Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Mangum, Morris, Prentiss, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, 
yipton, Wright—l4, . 

NATIONAL CONVENTION. 

Ata meeting of the Republican members of the legislature 
of the state of New York, convened at the capitol, in the city of 
Albany, on Monday evening, February 16th, 1835, the hon. John 
Tracy, president of the senate, in the chair, and Mr. Mack, of 
the senate, and Mr. Gray, of the assembly, secretaries, 

Mr. Gansevoort, of the senate, briefly stated the object of the 
meeting, avd submitted the following resolutions, which were 
ynanimously adopted: , 

Resolved, That this meeting do cordially concur with the re- 
publican members of the legislature of the state of New Jersey, 
in recommending that a national convention of the democratic 
republicans of the union, be held at the city of Baltimore, on 
the 20th day of May next, for the purpose of nominating suita- 
ple candidates for the offices of president and vice president of 
the United States. 

Resolved, That, for the purpose of choosing suitable delegates 
to such national convention, it be recommended that a state 
convention be held at the capitol, in the city of Albany, on 
Tharsday the 9th day of April next, at 4 o’clock in the after- 
noon, and that such convention consist of delegates to be chosen 
by the republican electors of the several counties, and to cor- 
respond in number with the representation of each county in 
the house of assembly. 

Resolved, That the proceedings of this meeting be signed by 
the chairman and secretaries, and published in the Albany Argus 
and in the republican papers of this state. 

JOHN TRACY, Chairman. 

Exen. Mack, Cuartes Gray, Secretaries. 

— BOD Otte — 
POLITICS OF THE DAY. 
From the Knozville Register. 
Washington, February 2, 1835. 

Dear sir: We enclose to you, for publication, a correspond. 
ence between us and our colleague, judge Wuire. 

The reasons which induced us to address him are disclosed 
in our letter. We now think it correct, that what we have 
done upon the subject of the next presidency, should be known 
to our constituents. Our preference has not been concealed 
either at home or here. We have believed, and still do, that 
the people we represent think with us on this subject, and that 
we would have been faithless to them, and to ourselves, if we 
had not in frankness, so stated, to all those with whom we have 
conversed, 

While the friends of others were openand unceasingly press- 
ing their claims, and using every endeavor to put down all op- 
position, under @ pretence that the republican party must not 
be divided, we believed that we would be cousidered as acting 
with duplicity if we professed a preference for our colleague, 
and at the same time alleged “that he ought not to be named, 
as he had no chance of success, and that using his name would 
only distract and divide the party.”? 

We have for some time believed, and still do, that he is the 
choice of the majority of the republican party, if the great body 
of the people are permitted, for themselves, to express their Opi- 
nion, 

Any agency we have had in this matter has been for the pur- 
pose of allowing those who have the right to choose, to make 
their choice freely, untrammeled by any contrivance of those 
who wish to be hereafter provided Jor. With sincere esteem, 
we are, your obedient servants, 

WM. M. INGE, 

JOHN BELL, 

JAMES STANDIFER, 

LUKE LEA, 

JOHN B. FORESTER, 

DAVID W. DICKINSON, 

BALIE PEYTON, 

DAVID CROCKETT, 

WM. C. DUNLAP, 

SAMUEL BUNCH, 

JOHN BLAIR. 
Frederick S, Heiskell, editor of the Knoxville Register. 


Washington, Decmber 29th 1834. 
Dear sir: You cannot be unapprised, that for some time 
Past your name has been frequently mentioned as a suitable 
person to succeed the present chief magistrate of the U. States. 
Being your colleagues in congress since the commencement 
of the present session, we have been repeatedly asked what were 
the sentiments of our own state upon this subject, and more 
frequently what were your own wishes, and what would likely 
€ your course should public opinion seem to require the use 
of your name as a candidate; and fears are often expressed that 
you would not give your consent. 


Upon this latter point we are at some loss what answer to 
give. { - 

Itis our wish not to deceive ourselves, orto be the means 
of deceiving others; we will, therefore, esteem it as a favor, if 
you will put us in possession of your wishes and determina- 


tions. Very respectfully, sir, we are, &c. (Signed as above.) 
The hon. Hugh L. White. 





Washington, Dec. 30, 1884, 

GENTLEMEN: Your note dated on yesterday, was handed me 
a few minutes since, 

lam aware that for some time past my name has been occa- 
sionally mentioned, in our own state and elsewhere, for the 
office you mention. f had never supposed it would be so far 
acceptable to the public, as to render an application to me ne- 
cessary, to ascertain my wishes or determination, 

Not having taken any pains to ascertain public opinion upon 
that subject, [am perhaps less acquainted with the sentiments 
of our own state than any of my colleagues. As to my own 
wishes and determination, [ can have no difficulty in giving 
you an answer. 

[ am not conscious that at any moment of my life, I have 
ever wished to be president of the United States; [ have never 
knowingly uttered a sentence, or done an act, for the purpose 
of inducing any person to think of me for that distinguished 
station. When the duties and responsibilities of the office are 
considered, in my opinion, itis an object more to be avoided 
than desired. I shall certainly never seek it while I have so 
little confidence in my own capacity to discharge the duties of 
it, as [now have. Those for whose benefit it was created, 
have a right to fill it with any citizen they may prefer, provided 
he is eligible by the constitution; and the person who would 
refuse to accept such an office, if offered by the people of the 
United States, ought to have a much stronger hold upon public 
opinion than | can ever hope to possess. 

My most anxious wish is, that, in any use you may think 
proper to make of my name, you may lose sight of every counsi- 
deration except the public interest. I have not had any agen- 
cy in causing it to be used, and do not feei that | would be jus- 
tified in directing the use of it to be discontinued. I can, how- 
ever, with truth say, that if those political friends, who have 
used it thus far, shall have reason to believe a further use of it 
will be an injury, instead of a benefit, to the country, and may 
choose to withdraw it, they will have my hearty concurrence. 

lL am, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 


HUGH L. WHITE, 
The hon. Wm. M. Inge, &c. &e. 


8 B Otere— 
TREATY WITH THE OSAGES. 

The following is given, with apparent authority, as the lead- 
ing features of a late treaty concluded with the Osage band of 
Indians; for the accommodation of the Cherokees— 

The Osages agree to cede to the United States, a strip of land, 
about twenty-five or thirty miles wide, extending along the 
southern border of their country, adjoining the Cherokee coun- 
try, which will be amply sufficient, we understand, to satisfy 
the latter nation. In consideration of this cession, the United 
States agree to pay them an annuity of $20,000, for some twenty 
or twenty-five years, to be expended for their benefit as the pre- 
sident may direct; also $10,000 for the manufacture of cloths, 
&c. in their country, and $5,000, in goods or money, as they 
may choose. The government also provides in the treaty for 
the purchase of allthe reservations heretofore granted by the 
Ozages, and engages that the money arising from the sale of 
those to the mission sovieties, shall be appropriated as a school 
fund, for the benefit of said nation. 

‘This treaty is made by major F. W. Armstrong, acting su- 
perintendent of the western territory, under the authorty of 
the war department, to complete the unfinished business of the 
commissioners of Indian affairs: and, however, advantageous 
it may appear to the Osages, still it is justly their due, as the 
fairest portion of Arkansas has, at different times, been ceded 
by them to the United States, and they are now, we are in- 
formed, in a suffering and almost starving condition. And it is 
equally advantageous to the government, as a cession of the 
land which itacquires by the treaty to the Cherokees, wil! pro- 
bably remove one of the principal obstacles which has hitherto 
prevented that portion of the nation who reside east of the 
Mississippi from joining their brethren in the west. 

The Ist instant, we understand, had been fixed on for signing 
the treaty. Itis probable some other provisions may be added 
to the treaty, but it is believed from the disposition manifested 
by the Osages to treat, that the foregoing outline embraces the 
material and most important features of it. 


= BB Beer 


DEATH OF NATHAN DANE. 
From the Salem, (Massachusetts), Gazette. 

Died, recently, at Beverly, hon. Nathan Dane, the distin- 
guished jurist and civilian, and one of the fathers of the Ameri- 
can constitution, aged cighty-two. 

He was a learned lawyer and patriotie statesman. He has 
devoted his long life of industry to the faithful performance of 
his duties in all the relations of life. He was born in Ipewich— 
was graduated at Harvard college in 1778—his legal studies he 
pursued under the tuition of the late judge Wetmore—in a few 
months after his admission to the bar he was chosen a represen- 





tative in the general court by the town of Beverly. 
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The journals of the continental congress in 1787, 1788, while 
all the legislative and executive powers of the national govern- 
ment were vested in that single body, abundanily prove, that 
Mr. Dane was an able, efficient and influential member; and 
was frequently associated on the most important committees 
with Madison, Hamilton and King. He was the framer of the 
celebrated ordinance of congress of 1789, for the government of 
the territory of the United States, north west of the river Ohio, 
an admirable code of constitutional law, by which the prinei- 
ples of free government were extended to an immense region, 
and its political and moral interests secured on a permanent 
basis. Que of its fundamental provisions, ‘that there shall be 
neither slavery nor involuntary servitude in the said territory,” 
prevented, by a wise foresight, a mass of evils, and rendered 
that fine country the abode of industry, enterprise and freedom. 

In drafting this ordinance, Mr. Dane incorporated into it the 
cardinal preventive provisions, against impairing the obligations 
of contracts by legislative acts. A few months after the adop- 
tion of this ordinance, the convention, which framed the fede- 
ral constitution, ingratted the same great moral principle into 
that instrument; and itis worthy of observation, that this fun- 
damental provision was so much in accordance with the moral 
sense of the American people, that, amid the great diversity of 
opinions, and variety of ainendments and objections to that in- 
strument, in the siate conventions, no proposition was made, 
from any quarter, to expunge this restriction on their power to 
resort to relief and stop laws, which had, in various shapes, at 
that time aggravated the distresses of the people. 

He was chosen a member of the continental congress in 11 
years after he began to prepare for college, and was one of the 
most active and efficient members. 

The Dane professorship of law, founded at Harvard universi- 
ty by his munificence, will be an enduring monument of his 
anxious desire to promote the welfare of the community. 

His abridgement of American law, in 9 large 8vo. volumes, 
will remain a proof of his learning and industry. He used to 
remark that it was not the fruits of a solitary and recluse life, 
because he had always, till he was 50 years of age, been in ac- 
tive and public life—from 1789 to 1793 he served on the com- 
mittee to settie the accounts of the United States with the se- 
veral states. His practice in the legal profession was laborious; 
he attended the courts in Maine as late as 1809 and 10 and 11, 
in very arduous land title causes. 

His extensive law work he began by keeping minutes and a 
common place book, as there were then no American reports 
and no books of forms. He remarked that “treading rigkt for- 
ward was heavy work,’ but by extracting and minuting he 
could sit up till midnight. His reading was extensive on the 
subjects of morals, history and governments, and on those topics 
he had compiled materials sufficient for a work of 3 or 4,000 
pages. 

ao MB Beene 
TALLEYRAND’S RETIREMENT. 

The Moniteur aunounces officially that the king has accepted 
the resignation of the prince de Talleyrand as ambassador to 
England, and has appointed gen. Sebastiani to be his succeesor. 

The prince’s letter follows: 

“Sir: When the confidence of the king called me four years 
ago to the embassy of London, the very difficulties of the mis- 
sion induced me to obey. I believe I have accomplished for 
the benefit of France and of the king, two objects of interest 
which | have always had in my mind, and which | have al- 
ways considered as closely connected. During these four years, 
the maintenance of a general peace has admitted of all our re 
lations being simplified. Our policy, isolated as it was, has 
been mingled with that of the other nations. It has been ac- 
cepted, appreciated and honored by the honest men of all coun- 
tries. The co-operation we have obtainee from England has 
cost nothing to our independence or our national feelings; and 
such has been our respect for the rights of all, such has been 
the candor of our proceedings, that far from creating mistrust, 
it is our guarantee that has been called for against the spirit of 
propagandism which disturbs the old states of Europe. It is 
certainly owing to the exalted wisdom and great abilities of the 
king that all these satisfactory results must be attributed. I 
claim for myself no other merit than that of having divined be- 
fore all others the profound thoughts of the king, and to have 
annou ced them to those who have since been convinced of 
the truth of my words. : 

Now that all Europe knows and admires the king, and there- 
by the principal difficulties have been surmounted—now that 
England has perhaps an equal want with ourselves for a mu- 
tnal alliance between us, and that the path which she appears 
to be inclined to follow must induce her to prefer a mind with 
traditions less ancient than mine, I conceive, [ may, without 
failing in my devoted duty to the king or to France, entreat, re- 
spectfully, that his majesty will accept my resignation, which I 
request you sir, will lay before him. My great age, the infir- 
mities which are its natural consequence, the repose they 
counsel, the reflection they suggest, render this step very sim- 
ple, but too fully justify it, and even render ita daty. Irely 
upon the equity and goodness of the king to form the same 
judgment. Accept, etc. PRINCE DE TALLEYRAND.” 


The following is the answer of the minister for foreign af- 
fairs, which is only dated on Wednesday— 

‘‘Prince: I have laid before the king the letter you address. 
ed the minister of foreign affairs, by which you entreat his ma 
jesty to accept your resignation of the embassy at London. His 
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majesty for a long time hesitated to accept it. In associatin 
yourself with his sentiments and those of his government, you 
have so ably concurred in giving stability to the new monare}, 
and grandeur to ita policy, and in maintaining the peace of Ey. 
rope, that the king could not consent to deprive France of you, 
powerful services and vast experience. But his majesty |ias 
felt that after so great and so Jong a career, the allachmen, 
even, and the gratitude he bears towards you, will not suffe; 
him any longer to resist the desire you have expressed to hin 
on account of your great age, to retire into repose. Accept, ete: 
RIGNY,» 





—— BD Cte 
HEAT WITHOUT FIRE, &e. 

The following wonderful article is copied from the London 
Chronicle of January 1— 

When the properties of steam and its power were first ascer. 
tained, it was supposed that human genius could extend no 
further; still since then we have had our streets and houses 
lighted by gas, and now we are to have our residences warn 
and our provision dressed without the use of “fire, flame 
sinoke, steam, gas, oil, spirit, chemical preparation, or any 
dangerous substance whatever.”’ Incredible as this may ap. 
pear, it is no leas true, an ingenious German having invented a 
machine by which it may be accomplished. It is made of 
brass, is about 22 inches high, 12 inches wide, and six deep 
has the appearance of a miniature chest of drawers, and is sur. 
rounded by an inverted crescent, which is hollow for the pur. 
pose of containing water. Itis called *‘Wenn/’s solar stove,” 
and is heated by “elementary heat,”? produced (according to 
the words of the inventor) by ‘‘separate and combined ele. 
ments.’?? It may be used with the greatest safety in ships, and 
in manufactories and warehonses, where, in consequence of 
the combustible nature of the stock, fires are prohibited. The 
process of heating is so clean and simple, that a lady with 
white gloves on may perform it without soiling them, or a child 
three years of age without injury. 

Yesterday its powers were exhibited at the West India 
docks, before capt. Parish, the dock master, T. Sheldrake, esq, 
engineer, Beck, esq. and a number of other gentlemen 
connected with the dock company, who expressed the greates} 
astonishment at Mr. Wenn’s invaluable discovery, and said 
they considered it would be of incalculable service to the navy, 
&c. Heat was produced by invisible means in less than two 
mioutes, and in three minutes afterwards, water which had 
been put into the crescent, boiled with such force, that the 
window of the room in which it was tried was compelled to be 
opened to let the steam escape. There is a drawer m the ma- 
chine in which a steak or chop can be cooked in its own gravy, 
but there not being one at hand, the experiment was not tried, 
Three hours after tt had been heated, from which time nothing 
had been done to it, it was found to be still so hot that it could 
searcely be touched with the naked hand, althongh it had been 
carried from the docks to the eity. We understand it is the in- 
tention of the ingenious inventor, who has expended al? he was 
possessed of in bringing it to perfection, to exhibit it to the pub- 
lic at the museum of arts and sciences, in Leicester square. 

LIST OF REVOLUTIONARY BATTLES. 
1775. April 19. Battle of Lexington, Massachusetts. 
May 10. Capture of Ticonderoga, New York. 
June 17. Battle of Bunker Hill, Massachusetts. 
Dec. 8. “ Great Ridge, Vermont. 
ss 31. 66 Quebec. 
1776. Feb. 27. 66 Moore’s Creek Bridge, N. Carolina. 
Aug. 27. - Long Island, New York. 
Oct. 28. 66 White Plains, New York. 
Nov. 16. os Fort Washington, New York. 
aa os Fort Cumberland, New Jersey. 
Dec. 26. 66 Trenton, New Jersey. 
1777. Jan. 2. 66 Princeton, New Jersey. 
July 7. s¢ Skenesborough, New York. 





Aug. 16. es Bennington, Vermont. 
Sept. ll. ee Brandywine, Pennsylvania. 
“ 19. 66 Stillwater, New York. 
Oct. 4. é¢ Germantown, Pennsylvania. 
oe Fe 66 Saratoga, N. Y. and subsequent sur- 
render (16th) the whole British army. 
sé 92, 66 Red Bank, Pennsy!vania. 
1778. June 28. ee Monmouth, New Jersey. 
Aug. 29. se Quaker Hill, Rhode Island. 


1779. March4. 6¢ 
July 15. 66 


Briar Creek, North Carolina. 
Stony Point, New York. 


s¢ 19. “6 Paulus Hook, New Jersey. 
Oct. 9. 66 Savannah, Georgia. 
1780. May 8. 66 Santee, South Carolina. 
ss 9. 66 Waxhaws, South Carolina. 
June 22. 66 Rameaur’s Mill, Sonth Carolina. 
Aug. 9. ee Hanging Rock, South Carolina. 
cs 6. be Camden, South Carolina. 
Oct. 7, 6¢ King’s Mountain, South Carolina, 
Nov. 20. 66 Black Stocks, South Carolina. 


1781. Jan. 17. “ec 
Mareh 17. 66 
April 25. “ 


Cowpens, South Carolina. } 
Guilford Court House, S. Carolia, 
Camden, South Carolina. 
Sept. 6. se Fort Griswold, Connecticut. 

Ss & <6 Eutaw Springs, South Carolina. 
Oct. 19. Surrender of Yorktown, Virginia. 

‘© 25. Battle of Johnstown, New York. 





